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To the Moſt. Reverend 


| Father i in Cod, Willi- 
am, by Divine Provi- 
dence, Lord Archbi- 


Haß of Canterbury, 
 PrimateandMeitropo- | 


 litan of all ee 


1 it nu. Tour Grace, 


0" accept this ſhort 
LR Expoſition, that is 


a- | 
Sy intended at once as 


A r upon the New- 
: Te ftament, ſo far as it goes, 
| Pos” and 


SF. 


— — —e — nn 
— — —e— — 
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| 
* * Diner 3 


| and a Freſeruatius againſt 
ö Artamſm. | 


ing in the Defence of the 
| Doctrine of the Holy, Un- 

| divided, and Ever-blefled | 
| Trinity is. ſufficiently evi- | : 


| 
The Neceſſity of appear 


dent, becauſe a late Writer 
| bas not on uy ſtaggered the | 
Faith, -unſettled the | 


Minds of. feveral . unwary 
Perſons, who are ſoon apt | 
to be ſhaken, and to fall 

from their own Stedfaſtneſs ; 
| but he has likewiſe leflen'd | 
| the Opinion that we all | 
ought to have of theDigni= | 


ty and Divinity, and conſe- 
= 1 uently the Reverence and 


ſteem that is juſtly due to 
toſe 


— «a 4 + awwol 


*% & 


Sai ¶ K GM». Br £& x 
1 


W' & Pond Nt 


Dx Dic AT TON. 


thoſe Two Perſons of the 


Tri- une Deity; the Son atid 
Holy Spirit, who are equally 
the Objects of dur Adora 
tion and Faith in Joint- uni- 
on with the Father. And 
Tour Graces C ze 
and Affability to all inferior 
Perſons, has 7 ba d me 


to the Preſumption of im- 


ploring ur Gratis Patro- 
nage and nden to theſe 


Papers. 


And that Tour Grace may 
continue many Years a 
bright Ornament to the 


. of England for ex- 


emplary Piety, oundLearn- 


ing, diſcreet Zele, Ortho- 


doxy of Opinion, and uni- 


verſal 


DE DICATION. 
verſal Charity, (which are 
Qualities that add a Luſtre 
to the Mitre that Vou wear) 


is the hearty Deſire and 
3 a 


My LORD. 


_ Tour Grace's moſt 


Obedien 7, moſt Humble, 
and obligd Servant, 1 


VALENTrNE Haywoon. 


THE. 
PREFACE 
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ere having been ſeveral Com- 
N ments upon the New Teſta- 
went, that have gone through 
4+ | abt whole, I have only ſeleFed ſome of 
D. the moſt difficult Places of it, and given 
c an Expoſition of them ; upon the Peru- 
th fol of which, if the judicious Reader 
; ſbould 


. 
9 — —„Vę᷑ — — — —— is — en... > 


to bet an abſolute Nece 


be 4 ſuſfucient 4 foe it. 


* Word, is \ what is _juſtly;odioug in it 


ii The PREFACE. 


ſhould mers with any Thing that may 
ſeem New and Strange, 


in any Para- 
phraſe or Annotation, or if be ſhould 
b appen to think that any of the Arguments 
there made Uſe of are not very. common, 
it is to be hoped, upon ſecond Thoughts, 
that the Former may be never the leſs 
True for being Strange, nor the Latter 
ever the o W ve 3 not being 
X 1 77 C5 


1 7 | 
"Tis true, indeed, the Inpuration if 


Singularity, and eſpecially in Divinity, is 
what ought ſtudiouſiy and induſtriouſiy 
to be avoided : But where there ſeems 
1 for differing 
in Opinion on other Authors, there the 
mere Neceſſity for ſo doing, will, no doubt, 


„ 


: "The very Name of .a Free-Thinker, 
ac cording, 40 the modern Acceptation of 


elf, tho it be. too. much in Vogue in 
this degenerate Age; nevertheleſs, ſuch 


"I Freedom of * Thought as endeavours 
ſincere] ly, without any corrupt Views, to 


I”... 


The PREFACE ii 


125 "Jer" the Truth in its cleareſt Light, that 
a- maintains a due Reſpe for Antiquity, 
4 | and à Veneration for the ſacred Scrip- 
2 tures, ſuch Free-thinking at this, is 
n, ꝛꝙhat all the World will not only readily 
s, allow, but earneſtly contend for. 

ſs 


| The Lew that I have here taken 
in the following Expoſition, is (as far 

” | -as, I have endeavour'd) entirely agree- 
able to this Rule; where, if I have ſaid 
of any Thing that ſhould contradictꝭ the Senſe 
is and Fudgment of the Catholick Church 
fly | of Chriſt in general, or that pure and 
Apoſtolical Branch of it, the Church of 
ng England in particular, I ſhall be very 
he | willing, upon the firſt Convidion, to re- 
t, trat the ſame : And in the mean Time, 
what is here only offer d with Submiſſion 
and Humility, will, I hope, have a very 
favourable Conſtruction put upon it, and 
be receiv d with Candor. 


* if any one ſhould be inclinable to chink 
that I have writ with ſome Kind of 
Bitterneſs and Severity againſt a modern 
Arian, Cas I think he may be call d) 

$:=> who 


— b — p . 
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ir The PREFACE. 


* who inay very. juſtly. be adnar'd' indeed 
. for bis great Learning. but not. for. bis 


- heterddow Opinions, the Anſwer, that I 


haue to male in my om V indie ation i, 
That I am not cenſtious to my ſelf of 


any perſonal Il will that 1 hear \towdrds 
him, nor of any. more Zele and Warmth, 
ban what 4 juſt Concern for the -Ho- 


"nour of my Lord and Saviour, and of 


the Holy and Everbleſſed Trinity may be 


| "fuppor 'd 79 inſpire me withal ; « for Ul ever 


here Was a Time, when ide ougbe ear- 
neſtiy to contend for the Faith which 
Was once deliver'd unto the Saints, 


Now is that Time; 7 Now, when the 47 


ticles of our moſt bol Paith are ſo openty 
and devingly attac“ d, even by thoſe that 
world be therght to be true Obriftians 
and Proteſtants, as well as by profeſr d 
Tnfidels Now, ſince that Book of bis, 
The Seripture-Doctrine of the Tri- 
nity, has done fo much Miſchief in the 


World, that if the Author was to re- 


trad bis Errors, I queſtion whether be 
world ever be able to make Reparation 


for the Injury done to the common Faith. 


I have 


The PREFACE, y 


'T_ bave endeavour'd likewife in ſome 
Meaſure. (tho with all poſſible Brevity) 
to clear up the Notions of Election and 
Juſtification, which if any one ſhould diſ- 
approve or differ from me in thoſe Points, 
I lobe however, I ſhan's be derm d as a 
Reprobate for the one, nor condemn'd . 
too ſeverely for the other, 


In fine, ow: N 246 ö e to 5 
g2dint the" tht "all + t 
— "relotes ta Got ke, which 
ar the' rſt Bara bf: K. John and che 
firſt Verſe, was finiſh'd within two or 
three Pages, before the firſt Publication 
of Dr. Watgrland's. late Book , ſo that 
if that learned and ingenious Author 
bas the Advantage in coming out be- 
fore me, yet flill bis Method is entirely 
different from mine: And I do very hear- 
tily join with all bis Friends in return- 
ing him abundance of Thanks for his 
very excellent Per formance. 
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EXPOSITION 


Of Some of 


The moſt difficult Places 


IN THE 
New TESTAMENT: 


K Sr 2. 224 


MATTHEW, Chap. V. v. 22. 


But whoſoever ſhall fa, Thou Fool, | 
| foall be in 8 F Hell Fire. 


PARAPHRASE. 


Wt | HOSOEVER ſhall give 27 
ins and opprobrious Language 

in his Anger, that reflects upon 
a Man's Underſtanding, with 

5 and Contempt, ſhall be in 


Danger of being puniſh'd in the next 
B World, 


5 cc 


2 Matthew, Chap. V. v. 22. 


World, with ſuch a Degree of Miſery, 
or of Torture, as anſwers to that ſevere 
Puniſhment amongſt the cus, of being 
burnt alive in this. 5 


ANNOTATION. 
The three-fold Gradation of Puniſh- 


ment threaten'd in this Verſe, that an- 
ſwers to three diſtinct Penalties amo: 


the Manner,or Kind, and Severity of each 
of em; the moſt dreadful of all which, 
was that of being burnt alive in the 


Valley of Hinnom; which is the Reaſon |} 


of my putting that Senſe into the Para- 
a ar, 5 N 

phraſe, of being puniſh'd in the next 

orld, with ſuch a Degree of 1 

* or Torture, that anſwers to that ſe- 

« vere Puniſhment amongſt the ewe, of 
being burnt alive in this.“ | 

And yet even this (as terrible as iv 


is) is only to be underſtood ex Hypotheſs, 


upon the Suppoſition that we don't re- 


pent of ſaying to our Brother, thou Fool, 


that is, of giving reviling and opprobri- 


ous Language in our Anger, we ſhall in- 


cur the Danger of ſuch a Puniſhment ; 
the Reaſon of the. Demerit of which 
Sin being apparent from hence, becuuſe 
a Reflection upon'a Man's Senſe, or up- 


on his Underſtanding, and eſpecially 
when it is ſpoken with ſome Kind of 


Acri- 


the . is very remarkable, both for 


Matthew, Ch. V. b. 34. 1 


Acrimony, Contempt, or Diſdain, is 


reckoned a much greater and more pro- 
voking an Affront than any other Re- 
proach or Contumely of what Kind ſo- 
ever; witneſs the Reſentments of thoſe 


that are the moſt Ingenious and the moſt 
Senſible, ec 


Matthew, Chap. V. D. 34. . « 


But I ſay unto you, Swear not at all, 
PARAPHRASE, 


But I fay unto you, Swear not upon 
all Occaſions. | 


ANNOTATION. 


That this ought to be the rendering, 
and 1s the true Senſe of theſe Words, 
is evident. 8 

1ſt. From the Signification of the Word 
%s in the Original, omnino, altogether, 
that is, upon all Occaſions. 

2aly. From the main Scope and Deſign 
of the Prohibition it ſelf, which, it is 
plain from the Context, was not meant 
with relation to ſuch Oaths as were 
taken in a ſerious and ſolemn Manner, 
with ſome Awe and Reverence of the 
Deity, but only ſuch as were made Uſe 


of upon every light and trifling Occa- 


ſion in a very irreverent Manner: The 


B 2 Real on 


$ — — — — 
- » 
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4 Matthew, Ch. V. v. 34 


Reaſon of which (as a very eminent 
Prelate F obſerves) was this; *© The 
* Zews thought it unlawful, in ordinary 
„Communication, to ſwear expreſly by 
« the Name of God, but lawful to ſwear 
* by the Creatures, as by Heaven and 
„ Earth, Gc. So that our Saviour's 
* Meaning 1s, as if he had ſaid, You 
think you may ſwear in common Con- 
verſation, provided you do not {wear 
by the Name of God; but I fay un- 
to you, let your Communication be 
without Oaths of any Kind; you ſhall 
not ſo much as ſwear by Heaven or 
by Earth, becauſe God is virtually in- 
voked in every Oath. And valet; we 
ſuppoſe this to be our Saviour's Mean- 
ing, I do not ſee what good Reaſon 
can be given, why our Saviour ſhould 
only forbid them to ſwear by the 
Creatures, and not much rather by 
* the Name of God; ſuch. Oaths being 
ſurely of all others moſt to be avoid- 
* ed, as being the moſt direct Abuſe 
“ and Profa nation of the Name of God.” 
Which, ſince he does not mention, *tis 
therefore, I think, very clear, that the 
Prohibition is not to be extended to ſuch 
Oaths as are both ſerious and en, 

ut 


_ 
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1 See Biſhop Tillotſon's Sermon of the Lawſulneſi end 0bli 
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Matthew, Ch. VII. v. 14. 5 3 
but only ſuch as are heedlefs and pro- 


fane. 


Matthew, Chap. VII. v. 1 4 


Becauſe 2 is the Gate and narrow is 
the Way that leadeth unto Life, and few 
there be that find it. 


PARAPHRASE. 


Few there be in Compariſon of, or in 


Oppoſition to, the many that go in the 
broad Way that leadeth to Deſtruction. 


ANNOTATION. 


That this is to be underſtood only 
Comparatively, and not Abſolutely, 1s 
evident from two particular Paſſages of 
the New Teſtament, where the quite 
contrary ſeems to be aſſerted. The firſt 
is in the 8th of St. Matthew and the 11th 
Verſe, And I ſay unto you, that many ſhall 


come from the Eaſt and Weſt, and ſhall fit 


down with Abraham, and Iſaac, and Ja- 
cob in the Kingdrm of Heaven. The o- 
ther is in the 7th of the Revelations and 


the gth Verſe, After this I beheld, and 
lo, a great Multitude, which no Man could 
number, of all Nations, and Kindreds, and 


People, and Tongues, flood before the 
Throne, and before the Lamb, cloathed with 
white Robes, and Palms in their Hands. 
6 . r : ; 4- ; From 


6 Mathew, Ch. VIII. v. 22. 


From whence it is both eaſy and obvi- 
ous to infer, that if Many ſhall fit down 
with the three forementioned Patriarchs 
in the Kingdom of Heaven, if there 
will be an innumerable Multitude of all 
Nations, and Kindreds, and People, and 
Tongues, a before the Throne, &c. 
and one Part of the Scripture cannot be 
contradictory to another, then it is plain 
that when it is ſaid, Few there be that 
Fnd it, this is only to be underſtood by 
Way of Compariſon, or in Oppoſition to 
the Many that go into a cantrary State 
of Perdition. 


Matthew, Chap. VIII. v. 22. 


But Jeſus ſaid unto him, follow me, and 


let the Dead bury their Dead. 
PARAPHRASE, 


Let earthly minded Men, that are dead 


Dead. 
= ANNOTATION, 


in Treſpaſſes and Sins, bury their 


There is a Spiritual or Moral, as well 8 


as 4 Natural Death; the Spiritual or 
Moral Death is what is deſcribed by the 
Apoſtle, Epheſ. ii. 1. And you hath he 
 quickened, who were dead in Treſpaſſes and 
Sins, Coloſ. 11.13. And you being dead 


in 


Matthew, Ch. VIII. v. 2 7 


in your Sins— bath he quickened toge- 
ther with him, &c. —— And they that 
are ſo immerſed or involved in Cares and 
Bufineſs of this Life, as either wholly 
to negle& Religion, or ſeeking the King- 
dom of God and his Righteouſneſs in the 
firſt Place, according to our Saviour's 
own expreſs Injunction, ſuch Perſons 
may likewiſe very properly be ſaid to 
be dead in a ſpiritual Senſe, as well as 
they that are guilty of the groſſeſt Sins 
and Vices, becauſe (as the Apoſtle ex- 


preſſes it) they are alienated from the Life 


of God, Epheſ. iv. 18. 
Beſides, it was an Obſervation ſuggeſt- 
ed of Old from the mere Light of Na- 
ture, That this Life, merely as ſuch, 
ought to be termed Death rather than 
Life ; for thus ſaith the Poet Euripides, 


Tis oidty ei mo Cov ey Bi #atbayer, 
Te xarVevay & Gy ; 


Who knows whether to Live be not to Die, 
And to Die, to Live? 


Then again, (ſays Cicero, that great 
Maſter of Reafon and Eloquence *) Ind 
vero i vivunt, qui ex corporum vinculis tan- 
quam e carcere evolaverum ; veſtra vero 
que dititur vita, mors eft : They truly 
* live, who have made their Eſcape one 
60 o 


. 
— — —— . — 


© Sommum en e 


— 


8 Matthew, Ch. X. v. 34. 


of the Priſons of theſe Bodies, but that 

© which is called your, Life, is Death 

© rather than Life.” :.:- | 
So that the obvious Senſe cf thoſe 

Words, Let the Dead bury their Dead, is, 

Let thoſe that are Dead in a Spiritual 

we * Senſe, let them bury their 
ead. | 


Matthew, Chap. X. v. 39 | 


Think not that I am come to ſend Peace 
on Earth, I came not to ſend Peace but a 


Sword. „ 
PARAPHRA Ss E. 


My coming into the World will be the 
Occaſion of great Diviſions and Perſecu- 


tions throughout the World. 


ANNOTATION. 


This is not to be underſtood as if it 
was our Saviour's Intention and Deſign 
to cauſe Diviſions and Perſecutions 
throughout the World, but only of the 


accidental Event or Effect of his coming, 


through the Malice and Perverſeneſs of 


Men, who, out of Oppoſition to him |: 


and his Goſpel, he plainly foreſaw would 
certainly perſecute thoſe that profeſſed 
the ſame, and put them to Death. 


- 

5 
— —Uäꝓ6 es n — 4» 
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Matthew, Ch. X. v. 3 3 9 
at | And the Reaſon why I interpret Sword 


thin the Pacagheaſe by Diviſions, is from 
o n 


that parallel Place in St. Luke's Goſpel, 
le | (chap. Xii, v. 51.) Suppoſe ye that I am 
is, come 10, give Peace on Fart ; I tell you, 
Nay, but rather Diviſion. 


againſt” bis Father, and the Daughter a- 
e | gainſt her Mother, and the Daughter-in- Law 
_ © | againſt her Mother-in- Lau. 
STARE 130: PaRAPHRASE: Th 
I By my coming into the World (one 
he | main End and Deſign of which was to 
gu- | promote Love and U nity. amongſt Man- 
kind) they will take Occaſion to differ 
one with another upon the Account of 
the Chriftian Faith; the Father, per- 


it haps, embracing and profeſſing the ſame, 


ign [and the Son at the ſame Time, either 
ons oppoling 319 perſecuting, or being at 
the Variance with him for that 3 or, vice 
ng, |verſ4, the Son may be a Chriſtian, and 
of [the Father oppoſe. and perſecute him 
Lim [upon that Account, and ſo the Daugh- 
uld |ters in like Manner againſt the Mo- 
Ted thers. abies hs rote 


| " 


r * * 


"yy 
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Matthew, Chap, x 0 35. 


For T am come to ſet a Man at Variance 


1 Id CH | C Or 


— .. 


1 Matthew, Ch. X. v. 3 5. 


b. Or elſe, 


Another Senſe of thoſe Words may 
he, that we muſt, upon Occaſion, for- 
ſake, and (comparatively ſpeaking) we 
muſt even hate Father and Mother, 
Wife and Children, Brethren and Siſters, 
and ſo be, as it were, at Variance with 
them,” only upon. this Account, when- 
ever the Love of theſe ſtands in Com- 
petition with the Love of Chriſt. 


e ANNOTATION. 


That the Words ſo largely paraphras'd 
upon are capable of theſe two Interpre- 
tations, is evident for the two follow- 
ing Keaſons: W 
I. Becauſe the coming of our bleſſe 
Saviour could be no other Way the Oc- 
caſion of near Relations differing one 
with the other, but only upon the ac- 
count of the Chriſtian Fait one em- 
bracing and profeſſing the ſame, and an- 
other either oppoſing or perſecuting him 
for it, as is too common amongſt Chri- the 

ſtians now, who tho' they ſeem all to | but 
5 profeſs the ſame Faith, yet how do they | Gb. 
oppoſe and are ready to perſecute one] in 
another for Differences in Opinion? +. | cM 
 2aly, Becauſe the Ground of that o- 
ther Interpretation is taken not only 7# + 


from the 37th Vexſe of this Chapter, 
| 


where 


Matthew, Ch. XII. v. 32. 11 
where it is ſaid, He that loveth Father or 
Mother more than me, is not worthy of me; 
and he that loveth Son or Daughter-more 
than me, is not worthy of me; but from 
the 14th of St. Luke's Goſpel, and the 
26th Verſe, where it is likewiſe ſaid, 
IF any Man tome to me, and Hate not his 
Father and Mother, and Wife and Chil- 
dren, and Brethren and Siſters, yea, and 
his own Life alſo, he cannot be my Diſri- 
ple. The plain and obvious Senſe of 
which Words is, that we muſt only 


comparatively hate our Relations, and 


ſo, as it were, be at Variance with 'em 
upon this Account, whenever the Love 
of any of em ſtands in Competition 
with the Love of Chriſt Feſus, who 
ought to be nearer and dearer to us 
than the whole World beſides. - If 


Matthew, Chap. XII. v.32. 


And whoſoever ſpeaketh a Word againſt 
the Son of Man, it r be forgiven him; 
but whoſoever ſpeaketh againſt the Holy 


Ghoſt, it ſhall not be forgiven him, neither 


in this World, neither in the World to 
come. 0s d ay cin 8 Te Tl& yaTO 
Ts ayiv, ix apelnomu duty, coun 6 TOUT 
T@ aiwvi, UTE & Ta WamOvM. 


i * 
# . 


+ 


PAR A- 


12 vuchen, Ch. XII. v. 3 . 


PARAT HNA E. 


— But whoſoever ſpezketh . 
the Holy Ghoſt, it ſhall not be forgiven 
him, neither in this Age of the Fewiſh 
Diſpenſation, nor in that Age of the 
Meſſias, which you deluded e vainy 
ly expect to come. 4th, x 


ANNO TATION. en en 
One Interpretation of 5 b « imp 


(nich in our Tranſlation is /rendex'd 


the World to come) in ſeveral; Places 


of the Ney Teſtament, is the Age of 


the Me ſſias, Which to the unbelieving 


Jeu, when theſe Words were ſpoken. 


was (as they thought) to come: For 
according to a known Tradition. amongſt 


the Fews,. the Duration of the World 


was divided into three Kl, or Ages; 


the Age before the Law, the Age under 
the Law, and the Age of the Meſſias, 


which laſt Age they ook d upon to be 
the moſt glorious of all the Ages, and 
therefore in their Writings they fre- 
quently NN it Sæculum Fliturmm, or 5 
wor ew, The Age, or World to 
come. 
Hence it is (as a very eminent Jae 
* obſerves) © That the Author to the 
4 Hebrews 


EY Fee Bp Tillotſon” s Poſthumous Sermon 1 pon Matt. xxviii, 
18, 19, 20. Fol, V. pag. 285, 226, 


Hebrems calls the State of the Goſpel 


by this Name, as beſt known to them, 


© Chap. ii. v. 5. For unto the Angels 
« hath he not put in Subjection the 
« World to come, whereof we ſpeak 
that is; the Law was given by the Diſ- 
« poſition of Angels, but the Diſpen - 
« {ation of the Goſpel (which is call'd 


the World to come) was manag d and 


* adminiſter'd by the Son of God.“ 
Where if it ſhould be objected, that the 
Words in the Original are\.oizuuerny vv 
N , and not a,ονα r ννον , yet 
ſince tis plain and evident, that; oncwyawy. 
here is the ſame with aαον one import- 
ing, indeed, more properly the Dura- 
tion, the other the Place di ſelf; (And 
it is ſaid expreſsly, Heb. i. 2. h f 27 
aids. bẽj,He, by whom: alſo he made 
the Worlds, beſides Hb. xi. 3. Galats i. 
4-)- there need be no manner of Conteſt 


about the Difference of the Signification 


of either, and conſequently no Room 
for any ſuch Objectio .. 
„ So likewiſe, Heb. vi. 5. thoſe mira- 
e culous Powers which accompanied the 
<« preaching. of the Goſpel, are call'd 
© dne pemrov@® al, the Powers of 
« the World to come; that is, of the 
“ Goſpel Age, or Age of the Meſſias. 


And accordingly it ought to be ob- 


ſerved, that the Septuagint, in their 
| : Tran- 


T e EOOIIEEY — 
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Tranſlation of that Verſe, | Iſaiah ix. 5. 
that relates to the Meſſias, where lie is 


ftiled © 2, render it r TH MEMO 
1 0. al, the Father of the World to 

Agreeable to which, as well as by 
Way of Confirmation of what has been 
ſaid upon this Argument, is that very 
pertinent Quotation that is made by 
the learned and indefatigably induſtri- 
ous Mr. Pool *, out of Abarbenel, in theſe 
Words; Triplex ſecubim” futurum notat 
Abarbenel; 1. Sæculum Mefſie, 2. Poſt 


hanc vitam. 3. Poft | re ſuurrectionem mor- | 
tuborum. De primo locus hic intelligi pote ſt, 


8. Abarbenel obſerves, That 
4 there is a three-fold Werld to come; 
the Firſt is the Age of the Meſſias; 
< the Second is immediately after this 
„Life; the Third is after the General 


* Reſurrection; of the'Firſt this Place 


may be underſtood,” 
Add to which, laſtly, That *twas a 
common Opinion amongſt the ancient 
Fews, that all Sins would be forgiven 
them in the Age or Time of the Meſſias. 
In Oppoſition to which, as well as to 
rectify that miſtaken Notion of theirs, 
our bleſſed Saviour here tells em, That 
TOSS ATR 70-79 the 
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© #* SeePool's Synopſis upon the Place towards the latter End 
of that Annotation. 
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Matthew, Ch. XII. v. 32, 15 


the 'Blaſphemy againſt the Holy Ghoſt, in in, 
particular, ſhould not be forgiven em in 
that Age of the Meſſias which they ex: 
pected to comm. 

From all which, I think, ir appears; 
that there 1s Ground enough for the In- 
terpretation given of theſe Words in the 
Paraphraſe, Whoſoever ſpeaketh a- 


gainſt the Hoh Ghoſt, it ſball not be for- 
given him in this preſent Age of the | 


1h Diſpenſation, nor in that Age of 2 2h 
ee ras, which you, deluded Jews, wvainly 
xpeF to come, wherein you hope to have 
all your Sins forgiven you," 
Before I conclude the whole, if any 
one ſhould diſapprove the foregoing Ex- 
poſition, I would have him remember, 
that J offer it with Humility (as I do 
every Thing elſe here ſaid) to the Judg- 
ment of the Learned. And I would 
only ſubjoin a Word or two more con- 
cerning the Nature as weil as Unpar- 
donableneſs of this Sin; 1. As to the 
Nature of it; wherein it conſiſted, That 
it was that particular Blaſphemy of the 
Phariſees, whereby they did obſtinately 
and maliciouſly impute the Miracles that 
our Saviour wrought by the Power of 
the Holy Ghoſt to the Devil, is evident 
from 41-4 3d of St. Mark's Goſpel, the 
gth and 7785 Verſes, where the Evan- 
i ſpeaking of this particular Dinh he 
a theſe 
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165 Matthew, Ch. XVI. b. 18. 
theſe Words, But be that ſball 2 — 
againſt the Holy Ghoſt hath never 


neſs, but is in Dan F eternal . 


tion; becauſe they ſaid, He hath an unclean 
Spirit. Then, lh. The Reaſon why 
is Sin againſt the Holy Ghoſt . is 6240 
to be Unpardonable, is, becauſe no Man 
that is guilty of it can repent of it; for 
without Repentance. there can be no Re- 
miſſion: And the Reaſon why no Man 
can repent of it is, becauſe when he has 
done the utmoſt Deſpite that can be un. 
to the Spirit of Grace, (as the Apoſtle 
expreſſes it, Heb. x. 29.0 it is Wen 
without Grace to repent. | | 


Matthew, Chap: XVI, v. 18. 


And I ſay alſo unto thee, that thou art 
Peter, and upon this Rock” I will build my 
Church, © wy ious 


T PABAPHRASE: 


' —— Upon this Rock which thou haft 


confeſſed Twi wilt build my Church. 
4 NNO TAT TON. 


He does not ſay upon rk bit + u ben 
this Rock I will build my Chur meint 
by that, Himſel; or. that Rock was 

rift, 1 Cor. X. 4. For although the 

Words in the Original run this —_ 


/ 


AV wal — mw, > hy 2 © 


r 81. 
: Marthey, Th. XVI. U 18.. FT ; -v7 ; 
4 5 on, Mga, an od & [7p©,, E 23 mawT7 | [i 
TH , TETp&, ci MATTY MY THY. PLXANOIAVe. \-, fl 
does not at all follow, becauſe he called U 
him Peter, that therefore He . would | 
build his. Church upon him, but upon i 
d the Rock which he had confeſſed; and [ 
n acknowledged to be the Chriſt v. 16. | 
Yr | pon. this very Rock I will build my Church, | 
& | meaning by that Himſelf, though at the 
ſame. Tine he alludes to the . 

N | Cay 65892 
For if (as the Romaniſts argue, and 

IS Eta have it) our bleſſed Lord had 


2 


113 


intended theſe Words in ſuch; ,a.Senſe, 
; that He would build his Church upon 
the, Perſon .of. Peter, in, all e _- 


he would have faid, B. cel irg dura, up- 
on thee I will build, &c. But ſince 
"tis ſo very plain, that he does not ſay 
Sn g ol Eu-, but 61, TXvTY' TH. Tirpq, 


upon this Rock I will build, &c. meaning 


or pointing to himſelf, (as he is ſup- 
| poſed by ſome to have done, when he | 
ſt Faid, Neſtr oy this Temple, and in three Days 1 


I will raiſe it up, John ii. 19.) it is as 
evident and plain, that he did not de- 
ſign it to the Perſon of Peter, and con- 

n ſequently that there is no Ground from 


hence for that Opinion of the Romaniſts. ” ; 
74 And to add another very conſiderable ww 
* Argument againſt it, it is worthy our ; 


| Obſervation, that at the 23d Verſe'of 
0: D this 


13 Matthew, Ch. XVI. v. 18. 
this Chapter, (where our bleſſed Savi- 


our had ſaid ſuch great Things to St. 


Peter before) he calls him Satan, But be 
turned and ſaid unto Peter, Get thee be- 
hind me, Satan, thou art an Offence unto 
me, &c. which is 2 Title one. would 
think that very ill ſuits with the 
Character of an Apoſtle, much leſs of 
Him that was to be a Founder of the 
Chriſtian Church ; but which is more 
ſtrictly applicable to ſome of St. Peter's 
Succeſſors at Rome more than ever it 
was to himſelf; and conſequently He 
whom our Saviour called Satan could 
not be that Rock that he would build 
his Church upon. 62 


But, however, if there are any that 


{ſhould be ſo inquiſitive as to know wh 

our bleſſed Lord ſhould do the Apoſtle 
St. Peter ſo much Honour, (though he 
mortified him ſufficiently afterwards 
with the Title of Satan) as to make 


ſuch an Alluſion to his Name, and ſo 


give Occaſion to ſome weak Perſons to 
imagine, that He would build his Church 
upon him, to this the Anſwer is very 
eaſy; That St. Peter was indeed to be 
the firſt Preacher of the Goſpel, firſt to 
the Jews, As 11.14. and then after- 
wards to the Gentiles, AGs x. 34. and ſo 
conſequently in this reſpe&t he Mga 


Matthew, Ch. XVI. v. 18. 1 9 


be ſaid to be the firſt Founder of the 


Chriſtian Church, and for that Reaſon, 
the very chiefeſt of the Apoſtles. Let 
ſtill even that Primacy of his did not 
infer a Supremacy over the reſt of the 
Apoſtles ; for, after all, the Chriſtian 
Church was not founded more upon St. 
Peter than it was upon the other Apo- 


ſtles, but it was equally. founded by 


Them as well as by Him; for ſo the 
Apoſtle St. Paul plainly intimates in 
thoſe Words ſo very pertinent to our 
Purpoſe, where he ſays, And ye are built 
upon the Foundation of the Apoſtles and 
Prophets, ' Feſus Chriſt himſelf being the 
chief Corner- Stone. And again, the A- 
poſtle St. John, in the 21ſt of the Reve- 
lations and the 14th Verſe, And the Wall 
of the City had twelve Foundations, and in 
them the Names of the twelve Apoſtles 7 
the Lamb Which if fo, if the Church 
of Chriſt was equally founded upon, or 


rather, by all the Apoſtles alike, by 
one as well as by another, it evidently 


follows, that St. Peter was not that 
Rock that our Saviour would build his 
Church upon, but Himſelf was the 


Rock, who was alſo the chief Corner- | 


Stone. 


D2 Matthew, 
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20 Matthew, Ch. XVI. v. 19. 
Matthew, Chap. XVI. u. 19. 


* 7 975 Live, unto 0 the. . of : 
the King dom of Heaven, and obatſoever 
. thow foal bind on Earth, ſhall. be bound in 
| Heaven, and whatſoever thou ſpalt looſe 

on » Barth, ſpall be looſed in Hæauen. 


Las) 


—_ - — — GAY 


| PARAPHRASE. Tara + * 
"IN I will give thee the, Power of 
opening and ſhutting the Kingdom of 
Heaven, by the Remiſſion of or Retain- 
ing Men's Sins, as alſo. the Power of 
letting Men into that heavenly King- 
dom by or with the Key of Knowledge 
and Jnftrudicn;. and whatſoe ver thou 
- ſhalt bind on Earth, under: the ſevere 
Penalty or Sentence of an Apaſtolical 
N ſhal! be bound under 
{ame Sentence in Heaven; and 


a 6 'B pA wb, et We RY 5D 
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whatſoever, er rather whomſoever you 
ſhall give a Diſcharge to therefrom, l 
be: 10 o diſcharged in Heaven. [| 


ANNOTATION. 


| 
| The giving one the Keys, "the King? 
| | | dom of Heaven, is evidently a Meta- 


phori ol Expreſſion for inveſting one 
with the Power of Opening and Shutting 
| the Kingdom of Heaven. And which 
| Way can that be- ſuppoſed to be ſo ef- 


| | fectually 


2% 
— 


* 
. 
Ll 


Matthew, Ch. XVI. u. 19. 21 
fectually done as by the Remiſſion of 


and Retaining Men's Sins? And hecauſe 
the Key of Knowledge (as it is ſo called, 


of | Luke xi. 52.) is that whereby Men are 


r 


let into the Kingdom of Heaven, which 
is it ſelf 2 towards it, there- 
fore I though 
Senſe in the P 
* letting Men into that heavenly King 


, dom by or wirkt the Key of Knowledge 


* and Inſtruction. 

And yet this Priviledge of openin 
and: ſhutting the Kingdom of Rs; 
that was beſtow'd' upon St. Peter, was 
not appropriated to him alone, but it 
was 'confer'd likewiſe upon all the o- 
ther Apoſtles beſides; for thus we read 
in the 20th of St. Jobn's Goſpel, and 
the 23d Verſe, where our bleſſed Sa vi- 
our ſaid expreſly to em all, Whoſe ſoever 
Sint Te remit, they are remitted unto them, 
and who ſe ſoever Sins Te retain, they. are 
retained: And as to the 1 of Know- 


ledge, whereby the aforeſaid Apoſtle 


was {ſuppqs'd to inſtruct Mankind, and 
eſpecially the Converts that he made, 
and ſo by that Means let em into the 
Kingdom of Heaven, this is what all 


the other Apoſtles were equally inſtru- 
p 


mental and active in as well as He. 
Then as to thoſe other Words Bind- 
2 and Laas. the Power that was 
given 


0 


t it proper to inſert that 
raphraſe, The Power of 


- 
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22 Matthew, Ch. XVI. v. 19. 


given to St. Peter in and by them, was 
actually delegated to the reſt of the A- 


poſtles in the very ſame Terms; for thus 


we read again in the 18th of St. Mat- 
thew and the 18th Verſe, Verily I ſay un- 


to you, whatſoever Te ſhall bind on Earth, 


ſhall be bound in Heaven; and whatſoever 
Te ſhall looſe on Earth, ſhall be lobſed in 
Heaven Which, whatſoever'may be the 
true Senſe or Meaning of, whether the 
binding incorrigible Perſons under the 


ſevere Penalty or Sentence of an Apoſto- 


lical Excommunication, (as we have'in- 
terpreted already in the Paraphraſe, and 
as ſome other Expoſitors upon the Place 
do likewiſe; interpret) or whether the 


inſtituting and enacting ſich Ordinances; 


as might be thought proper for the Set- 
tlement of the Church, (as others may 
think) and the abrogating or aboliſhing 
all the reſt, even the whole Body of the 
Moſaic Law, (as it is well known that 
the Apoſtles did at their firſt General 
Council or Meeting, Adds xv.) or both ; 
ſay, which Way ſoever theſe Words 
may be taken, whatever Power we may 
imagine was given to St. Peter, the ſame 
Was equally veſted in all the Apoſtles, + 
The main Scope and Drift of all 
which is, That there is no Ground from 
hence, not even from this nor the fore- 
going Verſe, to conclude, that there ever 
was 


Matthew, Ch. XIX. v. 23s 23 


was any Supremacy in Peter over the 
reſt of his Fellow-Brethen; ſo far from 


it, that there is a very ſtrong Argument 


againſt it in that famous Paſſage of St. 
Paul in the 2d to the Galatians and the 
11th Verſe, where the Apoſtle expreſſes 
himſelf thus, But when Peter was come 
to Antioch, I withſtood him to the Face, 
becauſe he was to be blamed. What 2 


oppoſe or withſtand the ſupreme Head 


of the Church ! This is a plain Proof 
therefore, not only of St. Peter's No Su- 

remacy, but of St. Paul's Equality with 
. nay, in ſome Senſe, of an abſo- 
lute Authority or Superiority over him: 
And conſequently that thoſe Keys, or 
that Power that was given to St. Peter, 


was equally communicated to all the 
Apoſtles. 


1 


Matthew, Chap. XIX. 2. 23. 


Then ſaid Jeſius onto bis Pye les, Ve- 


rily I ſay unto you, that a rich Man ſball 
hardly enter into the Kingdom of Heaven. 


PARAPHRASE.' 


Verily I ſay unto you, that a rich 
Man will hardly become a Diſciple of 
mine, and embrace the Chriſtian Profeſ- 
ſion, upon Condition of being oblig'd 
to part with All that he has for my Sake 


and 
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24 Matthew, Ch. XIX. v. 23. 
and the Goſpel's; and ſo, conſequently, 
*twill be with great Difficulty that he 


will enter into the Kingdom of everlaſt- 


ing Bliſs and Glory. 
AN NO TAT To.. 
That this is the full and true Senſe 
of thefe Words, may appear from the 
follawing enen 
1. If we conſider the Occaſion of thoſe 
Words, which was, (as we may read 
Verſe the 16th of this Chapter) And be- 


hold one came and ſid unto him, Good 


Maſter, what good Thing fhall I do that 


may have eternal Life 2 The bleſſed 


Jeſus tells him, Verſes 17, 18, 19, That 
he muſt: keep the Commandments, particular- 
ly thoſe Precepts that he mentions to him. 
To this the young Man replies, Verſe 
20. All theſe Things have I kept from my 
Toter h up ; What lack I yet? What other 


Qualification is there that I am either de- 
ficient in, or that is indiſpenſably requir'd 


of me? jeſus ſaid unto him, Verſe 21. 


If tbon wilt be 'perfe#, go and ſell that 


thou haſt, and give to the Poor, and thou 


ſhalt have Treaſure in Heaven, and come 


nd follow me, Verſe 22. But when the 


young Man heard that Saying, he went 


away ſorrowful, for he had great Poſſeſ- 
ſions. Then, upon his going away ſo 
ſorrowful, or becauſe he was loth to be 


Matthew, Ch. XIX. v. 23. 25 


Fefus unto his Diſciples, Verily I ſay unto 
. that a rich 2 ſhall berdh Fr Ir 
the Kingdom of Heaven; that is, A rich 
Man will very hardly be prevailed upon 
to become a Diſciple of mine upon thefe 
Terms; and conſequently they that re- 


fufe to do this, twill be with the great- 


eſt Difficulty, if not next to an Impoſ- 
fibility, that ſuch Perfons will enter in- 
to the Kingdom of Heaven. But, f 

a2dhy, The Kingdom of Heaven ſigni- 
fies oftentimes the Kingdom of the Mef- 
ſias, or the Goſpel Diſpenſation, which 
is it ſelf preparatory, or that directly 
leads to Glory; which if ſo, then by 
entring into the Kingdom of Heaven in 
this Place, may. be meant the entring 
upon or embracing the Chriſtian Pro- 
feſſion; which is abſolutely neceffary 
to be done by all Perfons in order to an 


Entrance into Glory. However, ſup- 


poſing, 3 
3dly, and laſtly, That the Words ab- 
ſtracted from the Occaſion of em do or 


| ſhould import the exceeding great Dif- 


ficulty of a rich Man's entring into Hea- 


ven it ſelf, which from that Compariſon 
or Similitude of a Camel's paſting through 


the Eye of a Needle, 1s repreſented as a 


Thing impoſlible ; yet this is no more 


than 


a Diſciple and a Follower of the bleſſed 
Jeſus upon ſuch Conditions; Then ſaid 


"WS 


26 Matthew, Ch. XIX. v. 23. 


than what may eafily be accounted for 
or explained in that parallel Place of 
St. Mark's Goſpel, chap. x. v. 24. where 

our bleſſed Saviour ſatisfies at once his 
Diſciples and us, ſaying, Children, bow 
hard is it for them that truſt in Riches to 
enter into the Kingdom of God? 

And beſides, that it is not a Thing ab- 
ſolutely and in its own Nature im poſſi- 
ble, but only relatively and humanly I 
ſpeaking, or with reſpect to human 
Power, 1s evident from thoſe laſt Words 
of his, With Men this is unpoſſible, but 
with God all Things are poſſible. 8 | 
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Mark, Chap. IX. v. 49. 


For every one ſhall be ſalted with Fire. 


PARAPHRASE, 


CCC —_—_— 


he # next. 
ANNO TA TION. 


This Phraſe of being ſalted with Fire 
js no where elſe to be met with that 


E 2 


o R every one ſhall be ſeaſon- 
ed with, as well as undergo, a 
el fiery Trial of one Kind or o- 
ther, either in this Life or in 


know 


28 Mark, Ch. XIII. v. 3 2. 


know of in Holy Writ, but only in this 
Place; and it ſeems either to refer or 
allude to that particular Precept of the 
Levitical Law, where it is ſaid, And 
every Oblation of thy Meat-Offering ſhalt 
thou ſeaſon with Salt, Levit. ii. 13. Now 
fince "tis plain from Coloſ. iv. 6. that Salt 
is an Emblem of Divine Grace, that pre- 
ſerves our Souls from Corruption, and 
Fire it ſelf is of a purifying Nature, 
there ſeems to me to be Ground enough 
from hence for the Interpretation given 
of theſe Words, Every one. ſhall be ſalted 
with Fire, that is, © Every one {hall be 
* ſeaſoned with, as well as undergo, a 
« fiery Trial of one Kind or other, ei- 
ther in this Life or in the next.“ 


Mark, Chap. XIII. v. 32. 


But of that Day and that Hour knoweth 
no Man, no, not the Angels which are in 
Heaven, neither the Son, but the Father, 


PararHRAS E, none. 


ANNOTATION, 


I don't {ee what Advantage either the 
Arian or Socinian can gain from hence; 
for if our bleſſed Lord, when he ſpokes 
theſe Words, did not know the preciſe 
Time of the Day of Judgment, it does 

F not 


Mark, Ch. XIII. v. 32. 29 


not follow but that he might or did 


know it afterwards ; for the Communi- 
cation of the Divine Perfe&ions.to his 
human Nature ſeems to be gradual, as 
is plain from Luke 11. 52. where it 1s 
ſaid, Feſus increaſed in Wiſdom and Sta- 
ture, &c. which is only to be underſtood 
of his Humanity, not of his Divinity. 

And if the divine Omnipotence it ſelf 
was not communicated to his human 
Nature, at leaſt. not in ſo ample a Mea- 
ſure Before as After his Reſurrection, 
as it 1s reaſonable to conclude it was 
not, from thoſe Words of his, Matthew 


xxvili. 18. All Power is given unto me in 


Heaven and in Earth; Why not the di- 
vine Omniſciency likewiſe > Which if 
ſo, then from his not knowing the par- 
ticular Time of the Day of Judgment 
before his Reſurrection and Aſcenſion 
into Glory, it does not follow but that 
he might and did know it afterwards, 
even after his Exaltation to the Right 


Hand of the Majeſiy on high. 
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AN 
EX POSITION 
| ON THE 
Firſt Verſe of - Firſt Chapter 


St. 7 O HN's Goſpel. 


Arete 


Jo HN, Ghap. 1. v. 1 


In the Beginning was the Word, and the 


Word was with God, and the W ord was 
Gee. | 


PARAPHRASE, 


I the Beginning of the Crea- 
AR tion of all Things, and before 


E che Beginning of all created 


Beings, the Word was in Be— 
ing, and the Word was with Gad, and 
re V. ord was God. 


ANNo- 


E 


cc 
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+ ANNOTATION... 

A late Writer, in his Scripture-Do@rine 
of the Trinity, * has this Obſervation up- 
on this laſt Sentence, and the Word was 
God, by Way of Explication : Of theſe 
Words 'tis evident there are only three 
* poſſible Interpretations. The firſt is, 
That the Word was That ſame Perſon 
„ whom he was with; and this is both 
«© Contradiction in Ferms, and alſo 
* the ancient Hereſy of Sabellius. The 
* ſecond is, that the Word was another 
Self-exiſtent, Underived, Independent 
Perſon, Co-ordinate to Him with whom 
he was; and this is the Impiety of 
« Polytheiſm, ſubverting that Firſt and 


Great Foundation of All Religion 


* both Natural and Reveal'd, the Unity 
„ of God. The third is, that the Ford 
is a Perfon, deriving from the Father 
% (with whom he exiſted before the 
« World was) both his Being it ſelf, and 
« incomprehenſible Power and Know- 
* ledge, and other divine Attributes 
and Authority, in a Manner not re- 
« vealed, and which human Wiſdom 
« ought not to preſume to be able to 
explain; and this 1s the Interpreta- 
tion of the learnedeſt and moſt anci- 

* ent 


cc 
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* Dr. Clark, Part I. Chap. II. pag. 86 of the 1ſt Edit. 


k 


« World was.” 
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« ent Writers in the Primitive Church.“ 


So again, in Page 272 of the ſame Book, 
he has likewtfe theſe Words, © *Tis ob- 
* ſervable that St. Fohn in that Paſſage, 
* where he not only ſpeaks of the 
* Word before his Incarnation, but car- 


© ries his Account of him farther back 
« than any other Place in the whole New 


Teſtament, gives not the leaſt Hint of 


the Meraphyſical Manner, how he de- 


« rived his Being from the Father; 
does not ſay He was created, or emit- 
* ted, or begotten, or was an Emanation 
from him; but only that he. was, 
„ that he was in the Beginning, that he 
* was with God, and that he was [ S095] 


« Partaker of divine Power. and Glory 


« with and from the Father before the 


Which in Conjundion with ſome o- 


ther Paſſages of his, where it is ſaid, 
both in his own and in other Author's 


Words, that the Father alone is Self- 
exiſtent, independent, abſolutely Su- 


preme over all, God in the higheſt 


Senſe, by Way of Eminence, and the 
like, Pages 244, 245, 262, &c. do plain- 


ly intimate or inſinuate thus much to 


us, that neither the Son nor Holy Spirit 


are truly and properly God, becauſe 


they derive their Exiſtence from, are 
actually ſubordinate to, and dependent 
ON 
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on the Father; and conſequently, that 
they are neither of em ougxa@-, of the 
ſame divine Eſſence or Subſtance with the 
Father; for (as he expreſly affirms, pag, 
465.) © A Perſon who is not Self-exiſtent, 
cannot, without a manifeſt Contradi- 
“ Aion, be ſaid ſtrictly and properly, 
and in the metaphyfical Senſe of the 
« Phraſe, to be of the 

« 2a Perſon who is Self-exiſtent, and of 
* whoſe Eſſence that Self-exiſtence muſt 
* of Neceſlity be a principal CharaQer, 


| In ANSWEK to all which, I would beg 


Leave both to argue and expoſtulate with 
that learned Author after the following 
Manner : | 
Suppoſe, Sir, it ſhould be granted, 
that the Father alone is Self-exiſtent, 
yet how does it follow from thence, that 


the Son and Holy Spirit are not owgvo,, - 
| of the ſame divine Eſſence with the Father, 


and conſequently not ſtrictly or proper- 
ly God, becauſe they derive the divine 


Eſſence from Him? For (that I may 
make Uſe of an Illuſtration that is bot 


authorized and allowed by Antiquity, 


tho' I am very ſenſible that all Illuſtra- 


tions, are inadequate and inſufficient to 


reprefent the ever bleſſed Trinity) ho- 
does it follow, becauſe a Fountain or 


Spring-heaid is diſtin& from either the 
F Jae Stream 


l 
| 
i 
, 


ſame Eſſence with 


| 
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Stream or the River that proceeds from 
it, that therefore the Water that glides 
along the One is not of the ſame Eſſence 
or Nature with that that ſprings up in 
the Other? 1 5 

"Tis certain, that the two Properties 
both of the Fountain and of the River 
do actually differ from each other, be- 
cauſe the one is perpetually bubbling up, 
the other is inceſſantly flowing onward 
or downward, and yet notwithſtanding 
the Difference of theſe two Properties, 
the Eflence or Nature of Water is the 
ſame in both ; for one is as much Water 
as the other: So in the Divine Nature 
(with Reverence be it applied) though 
the Father himſelf be the Fountain of 
the Deity, and the Son and Holy Spirit 
are two derivative Emanations from that 
Fountain, yet how does it follow that 
the Two latter may not be 9pg«a:, of the 
fame Divine Eſſence or Nature with the 
Former, when notwithſtanding the Di- 
ſtinction of Properties whereby they 
differ from each other, the Eſſence or 
Nature may be the ſame in all Three? 
The eſſential Property of the Father 
is, that He is the Fountain; the Proper- 
ties of the other Two are, that the One 
is generated from the Father, the Other 
proceeds both from Father and Son, and 
yet notwithſtanding the Oaneration 

0 


21. 


S 
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of the Second, and the Proceſſion of 
the Third, notwithſtanding thoſe eſſen- 
tia Properties whereby each of the 
Three Perſons differs from the other, 
the Eflence is the ſame in all Three; 
there is but One Eſſence or Subſtance, and 
yet there are Three Hypoſtaſes in that 
Divine Eſſence ; there is but One Febo- 


vab, and yet there are Three Hlobim, 


which Three Elohim are One Fehovah. 
And accordingly it ought to be ob- 
ſerved Not only what Rabbi Simeon Ben 
Fochai in Zoar, at the 6th Section of Le- 
viticus, ſays, which 1s peculiarly worthy 
your Obſervation *, Veni & vide myſle- 
rium verbi Elobim; ſunt tres Gradus, & 
quilibet gradus per ſe ſolus, i. e. Diſtin@us ; 
veruntamen ſunt Unns, & in unum con- 
junguntur, nec unus ab altero dividitur, 
** Come and ſee the Myſtery of the Word 
* Elohim; there are Three Degrees, and 
yet each Degree is Alone by it ſelf, that 
+ 1s, it is Diſtinct; and yet nevertheleſs 
* they are One, and are joyned together 
“jn One, and neither is divided from the 
** Other.” But alſo what the Book entitled 
Schep-tal ſays 7, That IW?? Sephiroth, 
F 2 Num- 


cee Pool's Synopſis upon the 1/t Chapter of Geneſis and 
the iſt Verſe. N NT ; 


f See Grotins de Veritate Chriſtiane Religtonis, Book 5. Seck. 


Ur, Angotat. Page 359. 
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Number in God does not hinder or is 
not inconſiſtent with Unity.” - 
For which Reaſon, Fehbovab Elohim is 
oftentimes put together in the Old Te- 
ſtament, to fignify or denote to us 2 
Trinity in Unity as well as Unity in 
Trinity. | #.. of . 
As to the Danger of falling into Sa- 
bellianiſm, that is an Objection that I ſhall 
give a dire& Anſwer to by and by. In 
the mean Time, that | may go on with 
my Deſign, which is to ſap or overturn 
the very Foundation of your whole Hy- 
potheſis: There are two Arguments of 
yours. that are drawn from the Self-ex- 
iſtence and Supremacy of the Father, 
that you ſeem to lay a mighty Streſs 
upon, whereon you build the whole Su- 


@ 


perſtructure of your Scripture Doctrine 


of the Trinity, which I ſhall therefore 
attack in Form. . _.. i 

I. Your firſt Argument from Self-ex- 
iſtence runs thus; There is but One ſelf- 
exiſtent Being, the Father alone is ſelf- 


exiſtent ; Ergo, Since the Son and Holy | 


Spirit. are neither of em ſelf-exiſtent, 

for that very Reafon they are neither of 
'em ſtrictly or properly God, becauſe 
whatever 1s God muſt be ſelf-exiſtent : 
The Anſwer to which is as follows, 
'That the Son and Holy Ghoſt are both 
pf em Self-exiſtent, as that ſignifies Ne. 
ov n 1 | p75 ceſſarily 
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ceſſarily exiſtent; for the Divine Eſ- 
ſence or Nature which they are Partakers 
of 'in Joint-union with the Father, is ſo 
Neceſſarily exiſtent in it ſelf, that it 
implies an abſolute Contradiction to 
Non-exiſtence, and thus far, or in this 
Senſe, they are both of 'em Self-exiſtent, 
becauſe the whole Eſſence that is com- 
mon to all Three is Self-exiſtent. _ 

But then there is a Diſtinction that 
may and ought to be applied, which is, 
that the Self-exiſtence of the Son and 
Holy Spirit is only with reſpe& to the 
divine Eſſence that is common to them 
with the Father, but not with reſpe& 
to their own proper Perſonalities, which 
may be ſuppos'd to be dependent on 
and derived from the Father ; for whe- 
ther you will allow it or no, there is 
certainly a Diſtinction betwixt the Eſſen- 
tiality and the Perſonality of the Divine 
Nature, or, which is all one, between 
Zac and vropacs, Eſſence and Perſon, the 
Non-obſervation of which has led you 
into inextricable Confuſion and Error. 
And therefore when I ſay that the 
Son and Holy Spirit are both of em 
Self-exiſtent, this is only to be under- 
ſtood in Oppoſition to Non-exiſtence, as 
well as to any arbitrary Production, but 
not in Oppoſition to that Dependance 
that they have upon the Father, 1 

a r 9 4 


there is 2 Communication of the divine 
Eſſence from the Father to the Son, and 


from Father and Son to the Holy Ghoſt; 


which Communication, tho' in it ſelf 
neceſſary, yet is entirely agreeable to 
the Will of the Father, thn 
And although you ſeem to explode 
the aforeſaid Diſtinction of Eſſence and 
Perſon by a, Citation out of Athanaſs, 
Page 359. of your Scripture-DoGrine, yet 
ſince there: is no Argument offer'd of 
any Weight, to diſprove it, I ſhall in- 
ſiſt upon it altogether. as a very juſt 


, 


Diſtin&ion, 


5 But ſuppoſing again once more, (only 
for Suppoſition fake) that we ſhould, al- 
low. you, that, the Son and Holy Spirit 
are not Self- exiſtent, becauſe of that 
Dependance that they may have upon 
the Father, Nes as long as they are eter- 
nally Co- exiſtent with the Father, which 
is what you your ſelf do expreſly con- 
feſs and aſſert, where you ſay, Page 477, 
“ With him always are his Son and his 
„Spirit, by immedigte ineffable Deri- 
vation from him, and in intimate U- 
nion and Communion with him'; and 
in Page 479, With Him (i. e. with God 
* the Father) by immediate Union with 
« him, and ineffable Communication of 
“Being and Power from him, are al- 
* ways his Son and, his Spirit,” Then 

in 


* 


c 
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in Page 279, Propoſition XV. you ſay, 
„The Scripture, in declaring the Son's 
D Derivation from the Father, never 
makes Mention of any Limitation of 
* Time, but always ſuppoſes and affirms 
„ him to have cxiſted with the Father 
from the Beginning, and before all 
„Worlds.“ And again, Propoſition XVI. 
They therefore have alſo juſtly been 
cenſured, who pretending to be wiſe 
above what 1s written, and intruding 
into Things which they have not 
ſeen, have preſumed to affirm, {om I, 
In d 7») that there was a Time when 
the Son was not.” And laſtly, Page 
290. Propoſition XX. © The Scripture 
* ({peaking of the Spirit of God) never 
* mentions any Limitation of Time when 
he derived his Being or Eſſence from 
the Father, but ſuppoſes him to have 
% exiſted with the Father from the Be- 

* ginning. Wh ay, | 
Which if ſo, if the Son and Holy 
Ghoſt, by your own Confeſſion and Ac- 
knowledgment, were eternally Co-exiſt- 
ent with the Father by immediate Uni- 
on with, and ineffable Communication 
of Being from him, then they are not 
only 5u«-20 of the ſame divine Eſſence, 
or One God with him; but they are like- 
wiſe ſo far Selfcxiſtent, as that implies 
or Fei,” 77” -; e 
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neceſſary Exiſtence, or an abſolute Con- tl 


tradiction to Non-exiſtence. E 
But, waving theſe Arguments, that 2 
are altogether Speculative and Metaphy- P 
<fical, I will endeavour to prove the e- a. 


ternal Divinity of the Son and Holy [ 
Ghoſt, by ſuch Paſſages out of the New t 
Teſtament as do plainly and neceſſarily * 
imply their having the ſame Divine Ef- * 


ſence with the Father, and then I will [ 
leave it to you to judge, whether or how | © 
far they are Self-exiſtent or not, or whe- | © 
ther they are not ſtrictly and properly f 


. 

1ſt. As to the eternal Divinity of the 
Son, (for when once I have eſtabliſn'd 
that, the Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt 
will eaſily follow) the Texts that I 
would alledge to this Purpoſe, are 1ſt, 
that which l have been now enlarging 
upon and arguing with you from, In the 
Beginning was the Word, and the Word was 
with God, and the Word was God; The 
Deduction or Argumentation that I 
would raiſe from hence being this, If the 
Word was with God, and yet at the ſame 
Time, the Word was God, it evidently 
follows, that the Word was one God 
with the Father, that is, of the ſame 
Divine Effence or Subſtance with the Fa- 
ther, though not the ſame Perſon with 
the Father; for (as I told you . 

N there 
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there is a neceſſary Diſtinction betwixt 
Eſſence and Perſon, there is but one 
dmc, or Eflence, but three ode, or 
Perſons in that Eſſence. And to ſubjoin 
another very material Obſervation, which 
do peculiarly recommend to you upon 
this Occaſion, He is Gbd abſolutely. as 
well as relatively, according to a very ex- 
cellent Diſtinction of the learned Biſhop 
Bull, which you are pleaſed to contra- 
dict or deny, page 359; for that I may 
turn your own Argument againſt your 


| ſelf; If (as you obſerve, page 272, which 


is what F cited before) the Apoſtle 
gives not the leaſt Hint of the Meta- 
« phyſical Manner how he derived his 
Being from the Father, does not ſay, 
* he was created, or emitted, or begotten, 
© or was an Emanation from him, but 
* only that he was, that he was in. the 


Beginning, that he was, with God; 
and that he was [34%] God,” with- 


out any Relation or Manner. expreſſed 
how he was God, it neceſſarily follows 
that he is God abſolutely as well as re- 
latively, and conſequently one God with 
the Father, which is Argumentum ad 
hominem, to you at leaſt, by your own 
2 Aſſertion or tacit Confeſſion. 
— nes 3 
2. My ſecond Argument or Proof is 
in the firſt Chapter of the Epiſtle to the 
G Hebrews, 
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Hebrews, the 8th and 10th Verſes, But 
unto the Son he ſaith, Thy Throne, O God, 
7s for ever and ever. And thou, Lord, 
in the Beginning baſt laid the Foundation 
of the Earth, and the Heavens are the 
Works of thy Hands From whence I in- 
fer, that if the Father gives the Title of 
God to his own-Son, and ſure he would 
not give him ſo auguſt a Name or Ti- 
tle, unleſs he was in Reality and by Na- 
ture God; If the Son laid the Founda- 
tion of the Earth, and the Heavens are the 
Works of his Hands, and yet at the ſame 
Time this very Apoſtle aſſures us in ano- 
ther Place of this Epiſtle, chap. 111. v. 4. 
that He that built all Things is God, and 
he can't be ſuppoſed to contradict him- 
ſelf; then theſe three Verſes, compared 
and joined together, do, by a demonſtra- 
tive Evidence, prove, that our bleſſed 
Saviour is actually God in the ſtricteſt 
Senſe of the Word, and conſequently 
one God with the Father; for (as he ſaid 
of himſelf to the Fews, and they took 
him in that Senſe, and for that very 
Reaſon they took uh Stones to ſtone him, 
becauſe he being a Man made himſelf God) 
I and the Father are One, John x. 30. 
that is, One in Eflence, not in Conſent 
only. 


3. My 
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it 3. My third Proof is in the Revelati- 
7 ons, chap. i. the 11th, 17th, and 18th 
, Verſes, I am Alpha and Omega, the Firſt 
n and the Laſt And when I ſaw him, 
E T fell at his Feet as dead; and be laid his 
Fl right Hand upon me, ſaying unts me, fear 
f not, I am the Firſt —— Laſt, I am He 
d that liveth and was dead. SO again, 
i- | chap. ll. v. 8. And unto the Angel of the 
* Church in Smyrna write, Theſe Things 
;- | ſaith the Firſt and the Laſt, which was dead 
e and is alive: From whence I argue thus, 
e If our blefled Saviour is Aha and Ome- 
»- | za, if this be a Title that the moſt high 
God approprites to himſelf, (as the E- 
vangelical Prophet informs us) Thus 
ſaith the Lord the King of Iſracl, and his 
Redeemer the Lord of Hoſts, I am the Firſt, 
and I am the Laſt, and beſides me there is 
- no God, Iſaiah xliv. 6; if this very Ti- 
tle -that 1s here attributed to the Father, 
our bleſſed Lord aſſumes to himſelf; if 
He who is the Firſt and the Laſt, in the 
17th Verſe of the firſt Chapter, and the 
8th Verſe of the ſecond, is the very fame 
with Him who 1s Alpha and Omega in the 
11th Verſe of the former Chapter, (as 1s 
undeniably evident from Verſcs 10, 12, 
13, Oc. that he is, becauſe He is the 
Perſon whoſe Voice,-ike the Voice of a 
Trumpet, {poke thoſe Words, Even the 
* Son of Man, who is 85 Son of God, who 
1 2 "Is 


o——= 


— - A KA Rr RR. 


ſaith the Lord, &c. Reve 
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is God); if nothing higher or greater 
can be ſaid of the Father than that He 
is Alpha and Omega, the Firſt and the 
Laſt, and this is actually ſaid of the Son, 
then it evidently and neceſſarily follows, 
that He is Alpha and Omega himſelf as 
well as the Father, and conſequently of 


the ſame Divine Eſſence or Subſtance 


with the Father, or One God with 
Him. . 
I don't ſee which Way you can evade 
the Force of this Argument, for though 
you do allow (Page 128. of your Scrip- 
ture- Doctrine) that theſe Titles Alpha and 
Omega, the Firſt and the Laff, are actu- 
ally ſaid of and attributed to the Son as 
well as to the Father, yet you would 
fain qualify that Conceſſion of yours by 
2 particular Reference to Ne 414, where, 
at the End of your Quotations by Way of 
Paraphraſe upon thoſe Words, I am Alpha 
and Omepa, the Begraning and the Ending, 
at. 1.8, you ſeem 
to intimate, (Page 64.) that if our Sa- 
viour be Alpha and Omega, or if he be 
Tlzrmxes mp Almight , He is ſo only by 
Donation or Peri according to Bi- 


ſhop Pearſon, out of whom you cite it, or, 
according to your own Way cf expreſſing 
it, in a derivative Senſe, dependent on 
the Father: But fince it is ſo undenia- 
bly evident, that in all thoſe Texts there 

18 
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or dependently, (as you and your Fol- 
lowers very whimfically and injudici- 


we 1 
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is no expreſs Mention, nor any the leaſt 
Intimation of his being ſo er 


* 


ouſly ſuggeſt and imagine) and ſince the 


learned Biſhop Pearſon himſelf, when 


ſpeaking of this particular Text, I am 
Alpha and Omega, &c. ſays * © In all 
„ theſe Places/ this Title is attributed 
“ unto Chriſt abſolutely and univerſal- 


ly, without any Kind of Reſtriction 


« or Limitation, without any Aſſigna- 
« tion of any Particular, in reſpe& of 
“ which he is the Firſt and Laſt; in the 
fame Latitude and Eminence of Ex- 
“ preſſion in which it is or can be attri- 
« buted to the Supreme God; (which 


is directly contrary to the Purpoſe of 


that other Citation of yours out of him) 


it follows by a juſt and neceſſary Conſe» 


quence that He is actually and in Reality 


what his Title imports him to be, Alpha 


and Omega, and conſequently of the 
ſame Divine Eſſence or Subſtance with 
the Father, (as was ſaid before) or one 
God with Him. | G 
Before I diſmiſs which Argument, 1 
would beg Leave only to obſerve, that 
ſince you do e theſe Texts 
92 to 


. 
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* See Biſhop Pearſon upon the Creed, Article II. Page 124. 
in Folio, | 
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to belong to our Saviour, and they ſtare 


you ſo full in the Face, *tis a Wonder to 


me how. you could poſſibly avoid the 


Conviction that ariſes from hence, and 
broach your own Opinions that have 
given ſo much Offence to the World : 
A Man may ſhut his Eyes and wink a— 
gainſt the Sun, if he pleaſes, but That 
1s no Argument at all of there being no 
Brightneſs in that glorious Object, but 
only of a wilful Obſtinacy or Blindneſs 
in the Spectator. But to go on, 

4. My fourth Proof of the eternal 
Divinity of the Son of God our Saviour, 
and conſequently of his being Co-eſſen- 
tial or Conſubſtantial with the Father, 
is in the 1ſt Epiſtle General of St. Fohn, 
chap. v. v. 20. And we know that the Son 
of God is come, and hath given us an Un- 
derſtanding that we may know, him that is 
true; and we are in him that is true, even 
in his Son Feſus Chriſt : This is the true 
God, and eternal Life. Now from hence I 
think it very plain, that if Jeſus Chriſt 
be » ne. Oed, the true God, then he 
muſt of Neceſſity be of the ſame di- 
vine Eſſence or Subſtance with the Fa- 
ther, or One God with Him ; for that 
this is both meant and ſpoken of Chriſt, 
1s evident from his being the immediate 
Antecedent to which the Pronoun 7. 
refers. — 


'Tis 
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'Tis true, indeed, it may be objected, 
that there are ſome Places in Holy Writ, 
particularly in the 7th of the Ads, and 


18th and 19th Verſes, where it is ſaid, 


Till another King aroſe, which knew not 
Joſeph. The ſame dealt ſubtilly with our 
Kindred, &c. Where it muſt be con- 
feſſed, that the Word *Ovures, the ſame in 
the Original, refers not to Foſeph, who 
is the immediate Antecedent, but to Ba- 
g eTregs, another King, that is the re- 
mote Antecedent ; and ſo in this Text 
ſay, or ſomebody elſe may ſay for you, 
that Fus ban 9 & n, Oeos, this is the 
true God, may refer not to Feſus Chriſt 
but to God the Father, who is menti- 
on'd indeed in the Text, but it is at a 
very great Diſtance from theſe Words. 
The Anſwer to which Objection how- 
ever is as follows; That a bare Poſſi- 
bility of its being ſo, is no Argument 
that it is ſo; ſo far from that, that ſince 


God the Father is mentioned only occa- 


ſionally and by the bye as it were, not 
directly in the Nominative Caſe, but ob- 


liquely in the Genitive, and that at the 


Beginning of the Verſe in theſe Words, 


"The Son of God, far off from the latter 


End of it, where it is ſaid, This is the 
true God, &c. ſince Feſus Chriſt is the 
principal Perſon whom the Apoſtle ſ peaks 
of in this Verſe, and the Word ano; 
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is actually reſtrained to him, as is evi— 


dent from theſe Words, i bο tr 24 
eAnbiva, w vis ons Inos Xelic, and we 
are in him that is true, even in his Son 
Feſus Chriſt. And, laſtly, Since Jeſus 
Chriſt 1s the immediate Antecedent to 
which o n ebe, the true God, does 
refer, I think it ought to be concluded, 
that this Part of the Verſe 5rcs aw 5 
* antivos Oe9, this is the true God, is actu- 
ally ſpoken and meant of Chriſt Jeſus, 
and of none elſe in this Place. 
But not to lay the Streſs of the Argu- 
ment upon what I think only in this Caſe, 
I have two other Reaſons to offer that 
mount almoſt to a Demonſtration, and 
that ought to induce even you to think 
ſo too; and they are theſe; 1/7. That 
the Title of Eternal Life (which is con- 
nected with thoſe Words, » 2Aytiv2s ©e0s, 


the true God) is appropriated by St. Fobn 


to the ever bleſſed Jeſus; which if ſo, 
if in the Language of this Apoſtle, Eter- 
nal Life 1s the peculiar Title of our bleſ- 
ſed Saviour, and This is connected with 
o αννi¹,˙s Oess, the true God, it evidently 
follows that he is the true God, becauſe be 


- is Eternal Life. And then, 2dly. As the 


incomparable Archbiſhop Tillotſon well 
obſerves, (whom I preſume þ ive pay a 
great Deference to) when ſpeaking of 
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this very Text, that we are now upon, 
he has theſe Words * This is the true 
God, and eternal Life; and then it im- 
„ mediately follows, Little Children, keep 
* your ſelves from Idols. What can be 
the Meaning of this Caution? And 
* what is the ConneQion of it with the 
** foregoing Diſcourſe ? It is plainly 


„this, That the Son of God by his coming 
© had reſcued Mankind from the ſottiſh 
* Worfhip of Idols; and therefor: he 


* cautions Chriſtians to take great Heed 
of relapſing into Idolatry, by worſhip- 
ping a Creature, or the Image and 
« Likeneſs of any Creature 1 1 of 


„God. And becauſe he foreſaw that 


„ it might be objected to Chriſtians, as 
« in Fact it was afterwards by the Hea- 


< thens, That the Worſhip of Chriſt, 


„ who was a Man, was as much Idola- 


© try as that which the Chriſtians charg- 
„ ed the Heathens withal ; therefore 


“St. John, effeQually to prevent the 
„Force of this plauſible Objection, 
* though he perpetually throughout his 
„ Goſpel declares Chriſt to be really a 
Man, yet he expreſly alſo affirms him 
eto be God, and the true God; and con- 
«* ſequently gamen might ſafely pay 
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* Divine Worſhip to Him without Fear 
or Danger of Idolatry ; Ve are in bim 
that is true, even in his Son Feſus Chriſt ; 
* This is the true God, and eternal Life ; 


Little Children, keep your ſelves from 


<«< Swols,” | 

From all which it is apparent, both 
from the Title of Eternal Life, which is 
particularly applied or appropriated to 
our bleſſed Saviour, from the Connection 
of it with the true God, and the Cohe- 
rence of the 21ſt Verſe with that im- 
mediately foregoing, that theſe Words 
Sr &av 0 47 mbivos Oeoc, this is the true God, 
mult neceſſarily be underſtood of Chriſt, 
and conſequently that He is himſelf 
the true God, even one God with the 
Father. 

I own indeed after all, that the afore- 
{aid Objection that I anſwered, is what 
you had not made your ſelf, but you 
put a quite different Interpretation upon 


theſe Words, (Page 61. of your Scrip- 
ture-DoGrine, Ne 410.) © This is the true 


* God and eternal Life Little Children, 


* keep your ſelves from Idols. Some refer 
this to Chriſt, who is immediately be- 
fore mentioned; others, more agree— 


* 


ce 


© ably to St. Fobn's Style, underſtand it 


40 


of God the Father, who is alſo men- 
tioned a little before. But I think the 


* 


c 


*-rrucr Interpretation is, that it refers 
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to Neither; but that the Meaning is, 


« This (this Knowledge of God jn his 


* Son Jeſus Chriſt) 7s the true Religion, 
* and the Way to eternal Life : Beware of 
% Idol-worſhip. ” | | 


Now I appeal to all the World, whe- 


ther this Interpretation of yours is not 
a remote and unnatural, a furced and 


(as I may truly ſay) a Socinian Way of 
expounding Scripture; For what Sha- 


dow of an Argument 1s there that can 
be brought, why theſe Words ſhould not 
be taken in a Literal rather than in a Fi- 
gurative Senſe? Where do you meet 
with any parallel Place in the New Te- 
ſtament, where theſe Words, the true 
God, do ſignify the true Religion? But 
to ſpeak the plain Truth, (which is ob- 


vious at firſt Sight) the true Reaſon of 


all this is, becauſe the Literal Conſtru- 
ction of theſe Words is, that Jeſus Chriſt 
is 0 Anh Oed s, the true God, you were 
reſolved to evade it by an Interpretation 
quite wide of the true Senſe of it; 
which, ſince. it is ſo very evident and 
manifeſt, that thoſe Words ought to be 
underſtood in the Senſe that we have 


given of em, I think we may very ra- 
tionally conclude from hence, that our 


bleſſed Lord is not only true God, but 


of the ſame Divine Eſſence with the Fa- 


ther, or one God with Him, i 
H 2 Rs © My 
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5. My fifth Proof of his Divinity is in 
the 6th Verſe of the firſt Chapter to the 
Hebrews, and the 143th Verſe of the 
fifth of the Revelations, which J ſhall 
join together; the Words of the former 


being theſe, And again, when he bringeth 


in the firft-begotten into the World, he ſaith, 
And let all the Angels of God worſhip him : 
The Words of the latter are, And every 
Creature which is in Heaven, and on the 
Earth, and under the Earth, and ſuch as 
are in the Sea, and All that are in them, 
heard I, ſaying, Bleſſing, and Honour, and 


Glory, and Power be unto Him that ſitteth 


upon the Throne, and umo the Lamb for 
ever and ever. Now the Argument that 
I would raife from hence, even from 


the firſt of theſe Texts, is, If our bleſſed 
Saviour is the Object of the Adoration 


of Angels, and it is certainly as much a 
Sin in them as it is in us Men to wor- 
ſhip any Thing that is not God; then 
it is evident from hence, that He is 
very God, or one God with the Father. 

Tam very ſenſible here, that you both 


can and will clude the Force of this 


Argument drawn from the foregoing 


Text, by alledging, That there is a Di- 


ſtinction in Worſhip, Supreme and Sub- 


ordinate, or Superior and Inferior!: Ab- 
ſolutely Supreme Worſhip, you ſay, is 


only to be paid to the Father; Subordi- 
© af nate 


— 
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nate and Inferior Worſhip may be paid 
to the Son: Now this Diſtinction is fri- 
volous, abſurd, and falſe; there is no 
manner of Ground for it in any Place 
of Holy Writ; the Scripture makes no 


Diſtin@ion at all in religious Worſhip; ſ@. 


far from it, that when our bleſſed Sn 


our himſelf is ſpeaking of the FatheFs 


committing all Fudgment unto the Son, tis 
with this End and Deſign that he does it, 
that all Men ſhould honour the Son, even as 
they honour the Father, s mug * Tas 
nes, John v. 23. not with a Similitude 


only, but an Equality of Divine Wor- 


ſhip. 

But however, that I may ſtop up all 
Avenues for your making any Retreat, 
or (if it be poſſible) that I may prevent 
all Evaſions and Subterfuges whatſoever, 
I have kept the other Text in Reſerve, 
which I think muſt and ought to make 
yon yield, if any thing will make you 
do it at all; for there it is very clear 
and evident, that the ſame Adoration 
and Worſhip, the ſame Abſolutely Su- 
_ Worſhip (as you call it) is equal- 

paid to the Son, that is, to the Fa- 
ther; Bleſſing, and Honour, and Glory, and 
Power be unto him that ſitteth upon the 
Throne; and unto the Lamb for ever and 
ever; Where it is as much to the Son as 
it is to the Father, . 


The 
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The Sum of all which is, that ſince 
the Son 1s equally the Obj jet of the 
Adoration of Men and fits ya as well 


as the Father, it neceſſarily fo llows, that 


He 1s true God. 0 . Toa mx Tt of the 


ſame divine Eſſence and Subſtance. with the 


Father, becauſe no Being that is not fo, 
can be equally the Obje& of Adoration 
of 'em both : To which I might add, 

6. A fixth and laſt Proof of the true 
and proper Deity of our Saviour, out of 
the 9th Chapter to the Romans and the 
3th Verſe, where he is ſtiled over all, 
God Bleſſed for ever + But for this ! refer 
you to my Expoſition of that Chapter, 
where this 1s more particularly handled, 
I might have produc'd many more Texts 
to the ſame Purpoſe, but for the preſent 
theſe {hall ſuffice. 

And thus having eſtabliſh'd the Truth 
of our Saviour's eternal Divinity, and 
conſequently of his being Co-eſſential 


or Conſubſtantial with the 1 I ſhall 


be more brief in my Proofs of the Di. 
vinity of the Holy Ghoſt: The Texts 
that I ſhall urge upon this Occaſion 
being only theſe few out of a great 
many. 

1. In the fifth of 1 Ads, Verſes 3, 
4. But Peter ſaid, Ananias, why bath 


Satan filled thine Heart to lie to the Holy 
Ghoft, and to keep back part of the Price 


of 
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of the Land? Whiles it remained, was it not 
thine own ? And after it was ſold, was it not 
in thine own Power? Why haſt thou con- 
ceived this Thing in thine Heart? Thou 
haſt not lied unto Men, but unto God. 
Where it is very evident that the Holy 
Ghoſt is God ; becauſe Ananias, whole 
Heart Satan had fill'd to lie to the Holy 
Ghoft in the former Verſe, 1s aQually 
ſaid to lie unto God in the latter. Then 
again, 

2. In the 1ſt Epiſtle to the Corinthians, 
chap. 6. v. 19. the Apoſtle argues thus, 
by Way of Queſtion and Interrogation, 
What Know ye not that your Body is the 
Temple of the Holy Ghoſt which is in you, 
which ye have of God, and ye are not your 
own £ W 

other parallel Place in the 3d Chapter 
of the very ſame Epiſtle, where it is 
ſaid, Know ye not that Te are the Temple 
of God, and that the Spirit of God dwel- 


leth in you 1s a ſufficient Proof not on- 


ly of the Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt, 
but of the Identity of the Divine Na- 
ture both in Him and in the Father; 
for if the Inhabitation of the Holy Ghoſt 
makes a Temple, (as it is plain that it 
does) becauſe our Bodies in the former 
Verſe are ſaid to be his Temple; and 
if we are likewiſe ſaid in the latter 


Verſe to be the Temple of God, and 


that 


hich being compared with that 
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that the Spirit of God dwelleth in us, 
then, fince ttis equally clear and evi- 
dent, that we can't be the Temples of 
two different Divine Beings, that are 
wholly diftin& from each other, but of 
One only Infinite and Divine Being, 
who is One indeed in Eſſence, but Three 
in Perſonality or Subfiſtence, it follows 
by a Juſt and vez Conſequence, 
that the Holy Ghoſt is ſtrictly and pro 
perly God, | | 

3. The third and laſt Place that I ſhall 
urge in Confirmation of the Two for- 
mer, ſhall be the Form of Baptifm it 
ſelf, baptizing them in the Name of the 
Fnther, and of the Son, and of the Hol 
Ghoft, Matth. xxviii. 19. which is it ſelf 
a ſtrong Proof not only of the Trinity, 
(if there were no other to be alledged) 
but of the Holy Ghoſt being Partaker 
of the ſame divine Eſſence with the 
Father as well as with the Son; for if 
we can't be baptized into the Name of 


any Being or Perfon, who is not really 


and truly God, if we are likewiſe as 
much obliged to be baptized into the 
Name of the Holy Ghoft, as we are in- 
to the Name of the Father and of the 
Son, it evidently follows, not only that 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghoft, are a Tri- 
une Deity, but that the holy Spirit as 
well as the Son is One God with the 

| Father, 
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Father, and r eee or 


Conſubſtantial with Him. 8 | 
might produce ſeveral other Places 
of holy Writ, where the Divinity of 
the Holy Ghoſt is implicitly aſſerted up- 
en the account of thoſe divine Attri- 
butes of Omniſcience and Omnipreſence, 
which altho'“ incommunicable to any 
but God, yet are actually and expreſſy 
aſcribed to him, particularly in 1 Cor. 
ch. ii. v. 10. where it is ſaid, the Spirit 


ſearc heth all Things, yea, the deep Things 


of God; and in the 139th Pſalm, v. 7. 
Whither ſhall I go from thy Spiret 8 Or whi- 
tber ſball I flee from thy Preſence 4 But 
waving all Advantages that may be 
taken from theſe collateral Arguments, 
I ſhall only 1nfiſt upon' thoſe afore-men- 
tioned for the-preſent. Re IN 
II. Your ſecond Argument, whereon 
you lay as great a Streſs as you do upon 
that of Self-exiſtence, is the Supremacy 
of the Father; you ſeem to take it for 
granted, that the Father alone is Su- 
preme, excluſive of the Son and Holy 
Ghoſt from the Supremacy, and there- 
fore according to your Notion, ſince nei- 
ther the Son nor the Holy Ghoſt is Su- 
preme, they are neither of em ſtrictly 
or properly God. This is your Argu- 
ment drawn from thence in its full 
Strength. 5 
1 The - 
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The ANSWER to which is as follows, 
That the Father is indeed Snpreme, and 
1 5 not ſo as to exclude the Son and 
Holy Ghoſt from a Joint-Union with 
him in the Supremacy, for they are all 
Three the Supreme God; but then there 
is a Diſtinction in the Supremacy as well 
as in the Signification of the Word God; 
for if by Supremacy be meant ſuch a 
Superiority in the Father as to admit no 
Equal, He is not ſo Supreme, becauſe 
the Son and Holy Ghoſt are both abſo- 


lutely Co- equal, Co- eſſential, Co- eternal 
with the Father: If by Supremacy be 


meant an abſolute Power and Authority 


over the other Two Perſons of the Tri- 


nity, the Father is not Supreme in that 
reſpect neither, becauſe as all the Three 


Perſons are One in Eſſence, or (which 


is the ſame Thing) are equally Partakers 


of the divine Eſſence or Nature, they 


are for that Reaſon One in Conſent as 


well as in Eſſence, and conſequently 
Co-equal in the Supremacy ; for a Uni- 
ty or Identity of Eſſence neceſſarily in- 


fers a Unity or Identity of Conſent, as 


well as an ee in the Supremacy. 
e 


And therefore hence it is that you, 


I ſuppoſe, as well'as other Anti-Trinita- 
rians, would deny the Force of that 
Text, if it was made Uſe of as an Ar- 
gument for the Trinity, where = ; 
Ow aid, 


ſaid, 
that 
the N 
Th re 
of it 
don' 
they 
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Ithe Word, and the Hol 
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(raid, 1 John v. 7. For there are Three 


that bear Record in Heaven, the Father, 
Ghoſt, and theſe 
Three are One; becauſe if the Authority 
of it was allowed, (which you your ſelf 
don't ſeem to acknowledge) yet ſtill as 
they all interpret thoſe Words, the ſe 


Three are One, that is, they are One in 


Conſent only, not in Eſſence ; ſo you, I 
preſume, may be inclinable to the ſame 
Interpretation or Conſtruction : But to 


Iſpeak the plain Truth, you do not in- 


terpret em in this Manner; for the 
Senſe that you put upon 'em (Page 238. 

of your Scripture-Do@rine) is this: 
N 1248. For there are Three that 
% bear Record in Heaven; The Father, 
* the Word, and the Holy Ghoſt ;, and theſe 

1 One. 
„Not (Ek, unus) One and the ſame 
« Perſon, but (, unum) One and the 
+ ſame Thing, one and the ſame Teſti- 
© mony.'—— Which is the oddeſt or 
ſtrangeſt Interpretation that ever was. 
put upon theſe Words ; to ſay that Three 
Perſons are One Thing, or that they 
are one Teſtimony. But, however, ſet- 
ting aſide the Impropriety or Abſurdity 
of it, and to put a favourable Conſtructi- 
on upon, as well as to make Senſe of 
your own Words, we will charitably 
ſuppoſe for once, that what you do mean 
| 2 is 
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is much the fame Thing in Effect with 
what the other Anti-Trinitarians do ſup- 
poſe and imagine, and that is, that they 
conſent in one and the ſame Teſtimony. 
And ſo to return back to the third 
and laſt Branch of the foregoing Diſtin- 
ion (that I have at preſent Higreſſeq 
from); If by Supremacy be meant only 
a Priority in Order, the Father indeed 
may well be, as he actually is acknow- 
ledged by all Chriſtians to be, Supreme 
in this Senſe; but then this does not in- 
fer a Diverſity or Inequality in Nature, 
but only a Diſtinction and Subordination 
in Perſonality; for an Equality of E\- 
ſence is by no Means excluſive of or in- 
conſiſtent with a Subordination in Per- 
_ fonality. _ | 
And then again there is a Diſtinction 
in the Signification of the Word God; 
God may be conſidered either de,; 
Eflentially or d npaTrws Perſonally : In 
the former Senſe of the Word, God is 
a complex Term, that ſignifies the Three 
Terms conjointly; in the latter Senſe 
of the Word, God is to be taken for 
any one of the Perſons ſingly. 
And now to gather up what has been 
ſaid into one View, and to apply the 
foregoing Diſtinctions to the preſent Ar- 


gument, The Supremacy of the Father | 


may be conſider'd under the rs 
| : ther 
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ther of ſuch a Pre- eminente and Supe- 
riority as to admit no Equal, of of an 
abſolute Power and Authority over the 
Two other Perſons of the Trinity, or 
of a Priority in Order only; if under 
the two former reſpects, the Father is 


not abſolutely or only Supreme, becauſe 
the Son and Holy Ghoſt are both Co- 


equal with Him in Power as well as in. 


Eſſence: If under the latter, then in- 
deed He is Supreme, but yet not ſo as 
to exclude the Son and Holy Ghoſt from 
a Joint- union with Him in the Suprema- 
cy; for the Su premacy or Supreme Power 
may be lodged in more than One. Þ} 
And therefore when I ſaid before, that 


all the Three Perſons in the Trinity are 


the Supreme God, the Word God here 
muſt neceflarily be underſtood as a com- 


plex Term, that ſignifies the Three Per- 


ſons conjointly, or a Tri-une Deity. 


And thus having ſtated the Notion of 
the Supremacy of the Father, and ſhewn 


that neither his Self-exiſtence nor Supre- 
macy do any ways conclude againſt ei- 
ther the Co- eſſentia lity or Co- equality of 
the Son and Holy Ghoſt with the Father, 
come now, according to my Promiſe, to 
anſwer that Objection that may be drawn 
from the Danger of falling into Sabelli- 


aniſm, which you often hit us in the 
Teeth of in your Scripture-Do#rine" of 


the 


— 
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the Trinity; as if there were no Way of 


aſſerting a trinal Diſtinction of Perſons. 
in the Divine Eſſence, but Father, Son, 


and Holy Spirit muſt of Neceſſity be 


One Perſon, as the Sabellians of Old did 
fondly ſuppoſe or imagine. — 99 


The ANS wE by to which Objection 
however, ſince tis {ka 

on by you, is as follows; That ſince 'tis 
undeniably evident, that the Scripture 
expreſly mentions Father, Son, and Holy 
Ghoſt, and ſpeaks of them as we uſe to 
do of three diſtinct Perſons ; ſince the Son 


and Holy Spirit are not only frequent- 


ly and expreſly called God, but they 
have likewiſe the moſt incommunicable. 


Properties and Perfections of the Divine 


Nature attributed ſeverally to each, it 
follows with equal Evidence, that al- 
though they are Three in Number, they 
are but One in Eſſence, they . 
Three, Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, One 
ever bleſſed and undivided Deity ; that 


is, they are undivided as to their Eſ- 
ſence, but diſtin& as to their Perſonali- 


ties, or the Manner of their Subſi- 
Ronde ind wn boys vr cd 
As to the Poſlibility of conceiving how 
this can be, that there ſhould be Three 
diſtin Perſons, and yet but One God, 
this is what muſt be owned by all Men 


to 


rted and inſiſted up- 
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to be a very great Difficulty in it ſelf 
to comprehend or explain; but ſtill this 
is no Objection againſt the Truth of the 
Myſtery; for as that aforecited * Pre- 
late obſerves, whom I ſhall mention once 
again, whoſe Words are ſo very appo- 
ſite to our preſent Purpoſe, that one 
would think they might put a Stop to 


all Cavils and Objections, whether Ari- 
an, Sabellian, or Socinian, which are theſe, 


For why ſhould our finite Underſtand- 
e ings pretend to comprehend that which 
is infinite, or to know Mark the fol- 
* lowing Words] ALL THE REAL 


* DIFFERENCES THAT ARE CONSIS- 


* TENT WITH THE UNITY OF AN 

« INFINITE BEING? $671 
And to confirm what has hitherto 

been offer'd upon this particular Argu- 


ment, there 1s a Text of Scripture that 


not only plainly intimates, but that al- 
moſt directly aſſerts, that although they 


are Three Perſons, yet they are but One 
God, and although One God, yet ſtill 


they are Three diſtin& Perſons ; tis in 
the 1ſt Epiſtle to the Corinthians, chap. 


12. v. 4, 5, 6. Now there are Diverſities of 
Gifts, but the ſame Spirit. And there ave 


Differences of Adminiſtrations, but the 


ſame Lord. And there are Diverſities of 


Opera- 


28 See Biſhop Tillotſon's Sermon up I Tim, ii. 5. concerning 
the Unity of the Divine Nature, 1 
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1 Operations, but it is the ſame God, which th 
in worketh all in all. Now from that Iden- || th 
i tity here attributed to all the Three in 
is Perſons, that is repeated thrice, it is e- th 
4 vident that it is One and the ſame Di- ar 
1 vine Being that is diſtinguiſned hy the 
iN different Names or Titles of Spirit, Lord, th 
_ and Gad, that both works and diſtributes th 
theſe Diverſities f Gifts, ' Adminiſtrations, | 1 
and Operations; for after he had men- 8 
tioned Diverſities of Gifts in the 4th Verſe, I ,, 
which he attributes to the Spirit, and J 35 
Differences of Adminiſtrations in the 5th, of 
which he attributes to the Lord, he || T1 
adds, There are Diverſities of Operations, but || , 
{8 it is the ſame God which worketh all in all. th 
1 Now if All in All includes Gifts and Ad- | 
1 miniſirations as well as Operations, (as it Þ 4 
; is moſt certain that it does, becauſe Par- th 
ticulars are always included in Univer- ye 
ſals) and it is the ſame God that does all I p. 
this, and yet Syirit and Lord do the fame || ©, 
l likewiſe ; it evidently follows, that Spi- I 
1 | | vit, Lord, and God, are One and the ſame W. 
| Divine Being, diſtinguiſhed into Three th. 
Perſons, that are all equally concerned in fr 
the Working as well as Diſtribution of [ele 
theſe Diverſities of Gifts, Adminiſtrations, || in 
and Operations: For the Reaſon why the it 
Name of God ſeems appropriated to the Ig. 

| Father, of Lord to the Son, of Spirit to | ©, 
| the Holy Ghoſt, is only for the Sake 8 mo 

t 0 


in Order, Names, and Number, and by 
their own Perſonal Properties, yet they 
are all three One ever bleſſed, One un- 


divided Deity. And what is ſtill a far- 


ther Confirmation of the Argument, 
though. the Father is God, yet He is like- 


wiſe Lord as well as the Son, and the 


Son is God as well as the Father; and 
again, though He is a Spirit, John iv. 24. 
as well as the Holy Ghoſt, yet the Title 
of Spirit is appropriated more to the 
Third Perſon in the ever bleſſed Trini- 
ty than to the Firſt, who is the Fa- 
ther. | : | 


From all which it is apparent, that 
although they are diſtinct from each o- 
ther by Perſonal Names and Properties, 
yet they are but One undivided Deity; 
which if fo, if theſe Three Perſons are 
One God, and although One God, are yet 
Three diſtinct Perſons, if they are Co- 
workers as well as Joint-Diſtributors of 


the aforeſaid Diverſities of Gifts, Admini- 
| frations, and Operations, (as it is as 1 
e 


clear and evident that they are, becau 
in the 11th Verſe of this very Chapter 


it is ſaid, Ilevas & mz £vepye To &v Xz To 


aro Tus, Kc. But all theſe worketh that 
One and the ſelf-ſame Spirit, which is 
much the ſame with 333 ſaid Verfe 


the 
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the Diſtinction of their Perſons, for al- 
though they are diſtin& from each other 
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the 6th, o 42 215 2 ©c:s, 6 evepyor Te 
r e men, but it is the ſame God which 
worketh all in all; and in the 5th of 
St. John, Verſes the 17th and 19th, it 
is ſaid, My Father worketh bitherto, and 1 
work, for what Things ſoever he doeth, 
the ſe alſo doeth the Son likewiſe and in 
the 2d Epiſtle to the Corinthians, chap. 3. 
v. 17. Now the Lord is that Spirit. And, 
laſtly, it is undeniably evident out, of 
other Places of Holy Writ, that the Lord 
Jefus and the Holy Spirit are One God 
with the Father.) For all theſe Reaſons 
together we may well conclude, that 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, who are 
dritinguith'd by the different Names or 
Titles of Spirit, Lord and God, are One 
and the ſame Divine Being or God, that 
is, they are the ſame God as to the Di- 
vine Eſſence, which they are all equal- 
ly Partakers of, but Aiſling as to their 
Perſonalities; or the Manner of their 
'Subliſtence : For the Trinity (as I hum- 
bly conceive) is a trinal Diſtinction of 
Subſiſtence in the Deity, each of which 
Diſtinctions is peculiar to each Perſon or 
Hypoſtaſis in the, Divine Eſſence, but in- 
communicable to either of the Other. 

| Before take my Leave of which Ar- 
gument, I would juſt take Notice of the 
Interpretation that you are pleaſed to 
put upon the foregoing Verſes, whereby 
EI XY wt you 
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you would ſhuffle off and evade the true 
Senſe of, or Doctrine contained in, them, 
which according to my Explanation and 
Opinion 1s, that Spirit, Lord, and God 
are One and the ſame Divine Being, di- 
ſtinguiſh'd into Three Perſons, that are 
all equally concern'd in the Working and 
Diſtribution of thoſe Diverſities of Gifts, 
Oc, whereas the Senſe that you put up- 
on 'em, (Page 234 of your Scripture-Do- 
Frine) after four ſeveral Quotations out 
of Irenens and Athanaſius, is, In plainer 
Words, the Meaning is, God does all 
„Things by his Son and by his Spirit.” 
Which is a Propoſition, I believe, that 
no true Catholick nor Atbanaſian will 
ever deny, but which does by no Means 
contradict the Senſe that I have given 
of thoſe Words; for although the Fa- 


ther, that is, the Firſt Perſon, does all 


Things by his Son and Spirit, that are 
the Two other Perſons, this does not 
diſprove, that the Father, Son, and Holy 
Ghoſt are One and the ſame God as to 
the Divine Eſſence, tho' not the ſame 
Perſons with each other: For (as that 
truly Orthodox Writer and noble Cham- 
pion for the Truth Athanaſius, well ex- 
preſſes it in that Quotation that you 
have made out of him, which is more, 
| preſume, to my Purpoſe than to yours) 
Ora dt TA Tara 41S 0 n uT2 T5 Oed d 
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When all Things are wrought or done by fu 
God, Through Chriſt, In the Holy Spirit, IV is 
ſee the inſeparable, (or as yon render it) 
the undivided Operation of the Father, the 
Son, and the Holy Spirit From whence 
the Inference is very obvious, that if v 
the Operation be inſeparable or undivi- 
ded, the Eſſence from whence that Ope- 
ration proceeds muſt be ſo too; and 
conſequently, though Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt are Three diſtinct Perſons, 
they are but One God, and altho' One 
God, are Three diſtin& Perſons. 


And thus having anſwer'd thoſe two 

Arguments of yours, that are the two 
main Pillars ef the whole Fabrick of 
your Scripture- Doctrine, and the Objecti- 
on drawn from Sabellianiſm, give we 

Leave now, towards the Cloſe of all, 
to expoſtulate the Matter, as well as to 
argue a little farther with you: What 
Occaſion or Neceſſity was there for pub- 
liſhing your Scripture- Doctrine of the Tri. 
nity? Quem in ſinem Cui bono? What 
good End or Purpoſe could you be ſup- 

poſed to ſerve by it? Was it to ſhew 

your great Parts and Learning? Or was 

it out of an AﬀeRation of Singularity, 
and becauſe you had a Mind. to Think 

. ' out 


* 


„ re „ jan by yg 


* 


John, Chap. I. v. 1. 59 
out of the common Road? Or was it 
out of a fatal Neceſlity, as it were, to 


fulfil a Propheſy of St. Paul, where it 


is ſaid, There muſt be alſo Hereſies among 


you, that they which are approved, may be 


made manifeſt among you, 1 Cor. xi. 19. 
Or, laſtly, was it for the Diſcovery of as 
well as propagating the Truth? 


If for the laſt of theſe Reaſons, yet 


ſtill, after all, what is the Diſcovery that 
you have made, or what is the Truth 
that you do eſtabliſh ? For you allow a 
Kind of a Trinity that is not a Trinity; 
ou allow the Son and Holy Spirit to 
e Divine Perſons, that were always ex- 


iſtent with the Father, by an immedi- 
ate Union with, and ineffable Commu- 


nication of Being and Power from Him, 
(they are your own Words) and yet 
you won't acknowledge *em to be One 
God with the Father; you ſeem to own 
likewiſe that they are not created Be- 
ings; and if they are not only Un- 
created, but eternally Co- exiſtent with 
the Father, and have an ineffable and 


immediate Union with, as well as Com- 


munication of Being and Power from 
Him, what can they be but a Tri- une 
Deity, or Trinity in Unity? So that 
the Scheme or Doctrine of our Faith is 
both uniform and conſiſtent with it ſelf, 
though at the ſame Time it is Myſteri- 
342 hr NES FN ous 
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_ ous and Sublime, and not perfectly to 
be comprehended by mere human Rea- 
fon, but yours is neither the One nor 
the Other; you may well fay, indeed, 
that the Eſſence both of the Son and of 
the Holy Spirit is Metaphyſical, for the 
Account that you give of them is fo 
very Metaphyſicesl and Abſtruſe, that 
there is no framing any Notion of 'em 
from your Explication; for. with a Ser- 
pent- like Subtilty you wrap up your ſelf 


within your own Folds, ſo that there's 


no knowing what you would be at, nor 
what your Drift or Aim is, 

Then within the Compaſs of Two 
hundred and thirty-nine Pages of the 
firſt Part of your Book, you have heap'd 
together à vaſt Collection of Texts, 
which you would obtrude upon the 
World with your own Interpretation 
put upon ſeveral of em; and this you 
are pleaſed to call the Scripture-Do@rine 
of” the Trinity, as if your Interpretation 
was, the true Scripture-Dofrine ;, and fo 

at the ſame Time whilſt you diſclaim 
all human Authority and Impoſition up- 
on your own Underſtanding, you plain- 
ly uſurp the ſame over others, directly 
contradicting your own Rule, in the 34 
Page of the Introduction to your Scrip- 
ture Dodriue, where it is ſaid, that every 
Man © muſt of Neceſſity underſtand with 

| | 9 8 
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* his own. Underſtanding, and believe 
<« with his own, not another's Faith.“ 

Then again in the 26th Page of the 
aforecited Intraduction, the very ſame 

Fault that you find or charge upon o- 
thers, you, are, actually guilty of your 
ſelf; for there you are pleaſed to ſay, 
that © with Regard to Scholaſtick and 
« Philoſophical Inquiries concerning the 
„ metaphyfical Nature and Subſtance of 
« each of the Three Perſons in the ever 
« bleſſed Trinity, this Manner of judg- 
« ing (that you are there ſpeaking of) 
« 1s ſo right and true, that had theſe 
„Things never been meddled with, and 
„ had Men contented themſelves with 
« what is plainly revealed in Scripture, 
« (more _ which they can never 
certainly know) the Peace of the 
„ Cathulick Church, and the Simpli- 
« city of Chriſtian Faith had poſlibly 
e never been diſturbed.” oy 

Now the Reaſon of your diſturbing 
the Peace of the Catholick Church, and 
altering at leaſt, if nor corrupting the 
Simplicity of the Chriſtian Faith, 1s up- 
on the account of that Philofophical 
Diſpute that you your ſelf have raiſed 

concerning the metaphyſical Nature or Sub- 
ſtance of each of the Three Perſons in the 
ever þleſſed Trinity. | 


| | For 
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For the true Reaſon why you cannot 
believe the Son and Holy Spirit to be 


gent, of the ſame divine Eſſence or Sub- 
ſtance, or which is all one, One God with 


the Father, 1s, becauſe that One of the 
Three (as you think) can only be Self- 
exiſtent : The Anſwer that I make to 
which in this Place (becauſe I have ſaid 
enough upon this Subject before) is, 
that not only the Term Self. exiſtent, 
but the whole Argument founded upon 
it, 1s altogether Scholaſtick and Philoſo- 
phical; and conſequently you not only 
contradict your ſelf in the Rule laid 
down in your Introduction, but in ano- 
ther Aſſertion of yours, (Page 243. of 


vpour Scripture- Doctrine) where you ex- 


preſs your ſelf thus; “ All Reaſonings 
therefore deduced from their ſuppoſed 
* metaphyſical Nature, Eſſence, or Sub- 
* ſtance, inſtead of their Perſonal Cha- 


« racters, Offices, Powers, and Attributes 
« dehvered in Scriprure, are but Philo- 


„ ſophical and probable Hypotheſes.” 


The Drift and Purport of which Obſer- 


vation of yours, in Conjun@ion with 


that other that was cited a little before, 


ſeems to me to be, that all our In- 

uiries into or Diſputes concerning the 
fine, ought- to be guided entirely by, 
as well as founded upon holy Writ, or, 
according to your own Expreſſions, and 


* 
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as you would pretend to have it, they 
ought to be more Ty" and lel 
Philoſophical. ⁰ 
Which if yours had 9 alrcgecher 
thus, or if you had followed that Dire- 
Aion and Caution of the Apoſtle St. Paul, 
and applied it particularly to your own 
ſelf, Bewars loft oft you ſpotty poll your ſelf through 
Philoſophy and vain Deceit, afte? 2 Tra- 
dition of Men, after the 2 the 
World, and not after Chriſt, On t duts l- 
ord may ah οον a s Oed me oel, m, 
For in him dwelleth All the Fulneſs 77 tbe 
Godbead' bodily, Coloſſ. chap. ii. 1. 8, 9. 
ou had been more Orthodox in the. 
Faith than at preſent you are 
For indeed, to reſume the Argamett 
once more before T conclude, What is 
the Reaſon” in general why you don't 
believe the Bodkrine of the ever bleſſed 
Trinity, according to the unanimous 


Conſent and Opinion of the Catholick 


Church of Chriſt The Anſwer to 


which, if you | make any, muſt be, Be- 


cauſe you can't reconcile it to your own 
Reaſon, or you cannot with your own 
Underſtanding apprehend, or rather com- 
prehend, how it can be. But is this an 
Argument of any Weight in the pre- 
ſent Cafe, I would fain'know ? I a apP peal 
even to your ſelf, whom'I do willingly 

L allow 
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allow to be a Maſter of Reaſon and of 


human Literature, whether there be 


any Weight or Force, or even Truth in 


this Reaſoning, Becauſe you can't con- 


ceive how a Thing can be, that there- 
fore it is not ſo? Muſt your Reaſon, 
Great and Potent as it is, be the Stan- 
dard or Criterion of the Truth and Cer- 
tainty of the Articles of our Faith, or, 
which is all one, of the Senſe and 
Meaning of Divine Revelation with re- 
ſpect to thoſe Articles? I hope you 
have more Modeſty in you than to ſay 
that it is; for though your own Reaſon 
ought indeed to be a Guide to your ſelf, 
in finding out or judging of the true 
Senſe of Revelation, yet as long as you 
are no Oracle in Divinity, nor have any 
Infallibility in you, it vught not to be 
ſo to others, not even to your Proſelites 
and Admirers, at leaſt it ſhan't be ſo to 
me, who am neither the One nor the 
Other. n F 

And therefore. all that I ſhall think 
fit to add farther upon the preſent Con- 
troverſy (which I hope I have contri- 
buted, in ſome Meaſure, towards the 
Decifion of) is, that I wiſh there was 
not too much Occaſion for applying 
Two Paſlages out of your own Letter to 
Mr. Dodwell, to your ſelf : The firſt is 
"os in 


John, Chap. I. v. 1 75 
in the 93d Page of your Letter in theſe 
Words: And now, Sir, I cannot but 


4 earneſtly recommend it again to your 
«* moſt ſerious Conſideration, whether 


«© the new and inconfiderate Notions. 
% you have advanc'd are not likely to 
1 be of great Diſſervice to Religion; 
„and whether you ought not (as all 
good Men are of Opinion you ought) 


to think of ſome Means of making 


« Satisfaction to the Church, to whom 


you have given ſo great Offence. 


he other is in the very next Para- 
raph, that is the Concluſion of your 
etter, which is as follows, © If Zeal 
for the-Defence of a Doctrine of ſuch 
Importance, has in any Part LU this 
Letter cauſed me to drop any Expreſ- 


* fions,: which may be thought too 


“ ſharp, and to carry in them too little 
“ of that Reſpect which all the World 
« acknowledges to be juſtly due to you 
upon account of your. very great 
« Learning, I know (or hope at leaſt) 
* you will pardon it upon ſuch an Oc- 


„ caſion as this; and I cannot doubt 


hut, upon ſecond Thoughts, you will 


be ſomewhat diſſatisfyd with your 


« ſelf, for having publiſh'd a Book, at 
« which all good Men are ſorry, and all 
profane Men «oa 8 

2 For 
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For which Reaſon it fall be my 
Praher for ybu as well as for my elf, 
Thar; the God f Truth may enlighten 
and me, and every: boneft) ſincere Chiiflian, 
and. lead us into all Trab For. his Stake, 
who''is the Way, tbe Truth, and the Life,” 
. Chriſt Fe ſus; To whom, with the Fa- 
er, and the 0 Ghoſt, Three Perſons 
zut One eternal God, be all Honour and 
Glory; Adoration, Faith, Live," and Obe- 
dience, Praiſe and. Thenlaghving|b _ ww 1 0 
ns * ever. | Amen. | I 


th 


* 
: - 
% 
_— 
? * 
a g *® : * 
* - 3 „ 
* * 
L 4 
o 
* 5 
w : f 1 ; 
% 
* . * * 
R 


yes” 
| 


— — 


EX POSITION 


T he chotk difficult Places 


in the EPISTLE af 


x 8 % 
Se. 5 1 to the Romans N 
10 Romans,. 
| NN enn RAGSSNONTGS 7h 55 ot + | 
. 1 : J , WA 51 
E 1 ” : bl : : „ 


Rout axs,: Chap, Il. w. 24: 


Bei e ree ly by bis Grace, through 
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 PARAPHRASE. 


EIN freel forgiven by his 
Cre and Favour, and ſo ac- 
cepted- or eſteemed as Ri ghte- 
-ous the account of. the 
Remiſhon of out Sins, and of Chriſt's 
Righteouſneſs being imputed to us; all 


which 


* 


J 
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which is conferred upon us in Conſide- 
ration or by Vertue of the Price of that 


Redemption that was paid for us by 


9 
XK 


Chriſt Jeſus. 
ANNOTATION. 


The common Notion of Juſtifcation, 
is the being accepted or .efteemed 0 
Righteous through the Rem iſſion of out 
Sins, and the Imputation of Chriſt's 
Righteouſneſs unto us; for that it con- 
ſi d partly of the Remiſſion of our Sins, 
is evident by comparing and joyning 
theſe two Verſesltogether, Being juſtified 
freely by his Grace, through the Redemption 
that is 'in\Fefus Chriſt, en Bod hath ſet 
forth to be a Propitiation t rough Faith in 
his: Blood, a to declare bis Righteouſneſs for 
the Remiſſion of Sins that are paſt, through 
the Forbearanq; of Gar) Which laſt Verſe 
ſeems to Be both a Paraphraſe upon and 


. 


an Wenn fk d that that goes before 


it; though if it had been tranſlated 
more r to the Original thus, 
Oy Tegebem 9.080 egy ML Os I Mews 5 
TY and EARLS 2 * Farauoouvns dur, 
Sri Y. run NN ere hte 
„ Th ' avoyy 4 Ses, whom God bath fe 
forth à Propitiation through” Faith in bis 

Blood, for the Declaration of bir Righte- 
oi ſne ſi trough che Remiſſion of Sins that 

ave paſt; by "the Furbꝛarance of God, y 

| wou 


\ 
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-. | would then have appeared more plainly, - 1 
it | that being juftified, in the former Verſe, | 
y | 5 equivalent to or of the like Significa+ 
* | tian with Righteouſneſs through the Re- 
miſſion of Sins 64 in the latter; or, 
however, ttis ſufficiently evident from 
1 theſe Words, that Fuſtification conſiſts 
+ | partly of the Remiſſion of our Sins; for 
7 (as two eminent Writers of our Church 
» | * have judiciouſly obſerved) there is no 
other Way for ſinful Men, as ſuch, to 
be juſtified before God,” but by abſolv- 
ing em from their Guilt, and ſo accept- 
ing em as Righteous through the Merits 
_ of. Chriſt Jeſus. [ 581 39 10 7 
Then as to the Imputation of Chriſt's 
Righteouſneſs, though this is exploded 
by Pelagians and Socinians, who are 
pleaſed to ſay, That there is no expreſs 
Maatiog of theſe Words throughout the 
whole New Teſtament, yet fince tis 
ſtrongly implied in many Places of it, 
particularly in the 1 Cor. i. 30. Philip. 
lt. 9. Rom. iv. 24. and it ſeems to me ne- 
ceſſarily to be ſuppoſed by our Saviour's 
being a Propitiation for our Sins, (for 
how can the Perfection of his Righte- 
ouſneſs or Obedience be an Kean ede 


cee Biſhop Blackall's Sermon upon Ja mes ii. 24. the Title of 
which is, St. Paul and St. Femes reconcil'd, And Mr. Norris 
in his Beatitudes, upon Bleſſed are they that hanger and thirſt 
after Righteouſneſs, | 


2 as * —_—— 


* F _— wy 


— 
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for the Imperfection of ours, without 
the Imputation of it to us in ſome Re- 
ſpect or Manner?) I ſee no Reaſon why 


it mayn't find Admittance and Belief. 


Romans, Chap. IV. v. 5. 


Ber to b pb wor bub tics, but beliouath 

on him that juſtifieth the ungodly, his Faith 

ir counted for Righteouſneſs. 
PARAPHRASE-. 1 
But to him who does not perform any 
wor Works, whether of the Law of 


ature or of the Law of Moſes, out of 
an Opinion of the Merit of either, or 


who does not perform perfect and unſin- 


ning Obedience, (as no mere Man has ever 
done yet, nor can) whereby he may la 
Claim to everlaſting Salvation and Hap- 
ineſs, but who firmly relies on his 
Nerey (who both graciouſly forgives the 
Ungodly, and accepts him as Righteous 
through the Merits of Chriſt Jeſus) his 
Faith 1s counted for Righteouſneſs. 


ANNOTATION. 


That this is what is meant here by 
Not working in the firſt Place is evident, 
becauſe the main Scope and Drift of 
the foregoing Chapter, as well as of this, 
is to ſhew, that neither the Few 5 


A 


* . . 


* 


cd a 


— 
—— 


the Gentile could be juſtified by the Deeds 


of the Lato, for à very good Reaſon af- 
fign'd by the Apoſtle, : chap. iii. v. 23. 
For all have ſinned, and come of of the 
Glory 


FGod ;, and confequently, if they 
were juftified' at all, they muſt be by 
the Faith of Jeſus Chriſt ; which if ſo, 
then ſince neither Few nor Gentile could 
be juſtißed y che Predi of the Law, be- 


caufe they both fell ſhort of unſinnin 
Obedience, and were actual Tranſgreſ- 


fors of it; and ſince tis like wiſe as clear, 
that the Law by the Deeds of which 
he Gemile could not be juftified, muſt 

the Eaw of Natut only, or the Mo- 
ral Law, as deducible by the Light of 


Reafon ind Nature, which, in Effect, was 
the fame with the Morat Part of the 
Mofaic Law, (though the Fewiſb Law as 


ſuch could not be obligatory to him) it 
evidently follows, that That is the true 
Senſe of the Words that we have given 
in the Paraphraſe, But to him that work- 
eth not, that is, © To him who does not 
perform any good Works, whether of 
the Law of Nature or of the Law 
* of Moſes, out of an Opinion of the 
Merit of either, or who does not per- 
form perfect and unſinning Obedience, 
* whereby he may lay Claim to ever- 
* laſting Salvation and Happineſs. 


Mx Then 


— — — — 2 
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Then as to thoſe Words, 2bat juſtifieth 
the Ungodly, which I have interpreted 


thus, ©* That both graciouſly forgives 
< the Ungodly, and accepts him as 


* Righteous through the Merits of Chriſt 


«. Teſus;”” This is apparent from that 


Notion of Frſtification that was laid 


.down before : But, however, that I ma 
prevent all Miſunderſtandings or Mi- 
ſtakes, when God juſtifies the Ungodly, 
it is not to be ſuppoſed that He juſti- 
fies him whilſt he continues ſuch, but 
only when he becomes a true Penitent, 
and ſo through Faith and Repentance, 


Repentance towards God, and Faith towards 


our Lord Feſus Chriſt, which are the 
Terms of the Goſpel Covenant, he is 
actually qualified for Divine Pardon and 
Forgiveneſs, and conſequently in a State 
of Juſtification with Gde. 


Romans, 


fe 


ns, 
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Romans, Chap. IX. v. 1, 2. 


HE main Scope and Deſign of the 
Apoſtle throughout this whole 
Chapter, being to ſhew the Reaſon of 
the Fledion of the Gentiles, and the Re- 
jection of the Fews, which was, becauſe 
the former embraced the Faith of Chriſt, 


and the latter did not; he uſhers in what 


he has to ſay upon this Argument by 
Way of Introduction, with a very ſolemn 
Aſſertion or Declaration of his own 
Heavineſs and continual Sorrow of Heart, 
in the two firſt Verſes of this Chapter, 
I ſay the Truth in Chriſt, I lie not, my Con: 


ſcience alſo bearing me Witneſs in the Holy 


Ghoſt, That Thave great eh ond con- 
tinual mw of Heat, £4 bs 


Romans, Chap. Ix 1. Bi. 


For I could. wiſh' that my ſelf were ac: 
curſed from Chriſt, for my n my 
Kinſmen according to the Fleſh. 


PARAPHRASE. 


For ſuch is the Fervency of my At- 
fection towards, ſuch the Earneſtneſs of 


M 2 


my 


| 
if 
þ 
i| 
i 


* 
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my Deſire for the Welfare and Salvation 
of the Fews, who are my Brethren, my 
Kinſmen according ta the Fleſh, that if ſuch 
a Thing would contribute towards or be 
2 Means of promoting it, I could with 
my ſelf accurſed or ſeparated from Ch riſt 
for their Sakes, not for Eternity, but 
only for fo long 2 Time till all Iſvoel 
could be converted and ſaved. 


Po +» 


ANNOTATION... 


1 is not to be ſuppoſed that the Apo- | 
tle could wiſh himſelf damned to all | 
fer for the Salvation of the Fews . 
for this is a ContradiQion to that natu- | | 
ral Principle of Self-preſervation, or that 
innocent Pegres of Self-love that is by | 
10 Means inconſiſtent with Charit (for 
Charity muſt begin at Home) t at 15 | 
implanted in the very beſt of Men; and | 
therefore there is Reaſon enough for the 
Limitation in the Paraphraſe, Only 
for fo long a Time till all Iſrael al 
be converted and ſaved; for elſe the 
Wiſh would be altogether Hyperbotcal 


and Impoſſible. 


1 


» " 4 
4 2% R * 
| Romans, 
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18, 


the Divine Majeſty 


"ct Chap. IX. . 4 


ho are Iſraelites; 0 whom percaineth 
the Adoption, and the 'Glr and the-Cave- 


nante, and the giving of the Law, and the 
Service F God, and the Promiſes. 755 


PARA PHRAs E. 
Who are Iſraelites ; To whom per- 


taineth the Adoption of Sons, whereby 
they were choſen before alf the other 


Sons of Men, and above all other Peo- 
ple upon Earth ; who had the Honour of 
appearing often in 
the Shecbinah, as it is ſo called, or Di- 
vine Glory ; whoſe are the Covenants 
that were made betwixt God and Man, 


and the Inftitution of the Moſaic Lew, 


and the Service of God both in the Ta- 
bernacle and Temple, and the ma 
gractous Promifes made to em Po 


out 2 whote Old Teſtament. 


Romans, Chap. IX. v. 5. 


Whoſe are the Fathers, and of wed as 


5 4 0301 the Fſh Chriſ eg bo i oue 


ee er 


7 


"Pans: 
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„ 


— 
bY 


Whoſe | Peet were the Patri- 


archs, and from whom, as to his own 


human Nature, Chriſt came by à lineal 
Deſcent, who is over all, God d Bleſſed i 


ever, | | | 
Axor. 10 . 


Here is an expreſs Prank of, our - Savi- 
our's Divinity, in Oppoſition to all Arians 
Ancient and Modern; and becauſe J re- 


ferred the Reverend and Learned, Dr: 


ge to this particular Place, I would 
take Occaſion to obſerve, 
If. That according to his 9 fy 
Way, whereby he would evade the Force 
of Ec. 75 that 115 thinks may be 
urged againſt him, he inſinuates an am- 
1guous C Conſtruction that may be put 
upon theſe Words, (Tage 87. of his Scrip- 
ebene, Fe) The, Greek Words 
”m (fays Er Nerces r-“ BR 


& T&vmuv O55 VAoYrT9s eis rs , 'Auny, 


* are of ambiguous, Conſtruction, and 
2 Veen ſignify either, Of Of ' whom 
«© Chriſt came, God, who is over all, be bleſ- 
ed for euer, Amen; or, O vhom Chriſt 
came, mbo is over al, God be bleſſed for 
ever, Amen; or, Of -wbom Chriſt came, 
= who ig over all, Go bleſſed fr, ever, A- 


© Men. 


1 


r 


= 1 „ 


ehe eee eee eee 
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© nen. And becauſe he was afraid 


that if he had inſiſted upon either of 


the two former Rendrings, that that 


would have been too obnoxious and lia- 
ble to Cenſure, he very frankly makes 
a Conceſſion in the next Page, which al- 
though ſeemingly in Favour of the ren- 


dring of thoſe Words as they are in our 
Tranſlation, is by no Means intended by 


him as any Advantage to the Argument 


it ſelf; for thus he very learnedly and 


acutely argues and obſerves, (as he 
thinks) But the latter of the three 
&. was: pitched upon by our Tranſlators, 
as the moſt natural and obvious ren- 
* dring of the Words; and the Senſe is 
* not difficult. For, as the ſame Apo- 
« {tle tells us, 1 Cor. xvi 27. that when 
*.. be ſuith, All Things are put under Chriſt, 
* it: it manifeſt that be is excepted which 
did put all Things under him; ſo here 
* in like Manner, when he repeats the 
very ſame Thing, that Chriſt is God 
* over all, and Nom. x. 12. that he 1s 
Lord over all; and Ade x. 36. be ts 
Lord of all; tis manifeſt again, that 
* He muſt needs be excepted, by Com- 
*. munication of whoſe Divine Power 
and Supreme Authority Chriſt is God, 
or Lord over all.” Intimating by all 


this, that in Strictneſs of Speech, He is 


not God over all, but the Father alone is, 
115 becauſe 


becauſe tis by "Vertu of: => Divine 
Power and Supvenbe Authority commu- 


nitated to him, _ _ is __ or 


une over all. 


The Ae that L mike, to which 
in the firſt: Place is, That the learned 
Doctor, in the 38th Page of his Scri 4 
DoGrins, comtradicts himfelf, if 
_ not, in the 245th Page; for — 
he exprefly affirms, * That the Supre- 
45 macy, which is a perfonsþ Attribute, 
jg 1mpoſltble tu be communicated. from 
ane Perſon to another; whereas in 
the dath Page he fays, „That tis by 
* 2 Commimication of the Fathey's Divine 
<, Power and Supreme 1 that _ 
* 75 Gdd or Lord over alk” 

But waving: this, (for we. rankt tand 
with the Doctor for a fmall Contradi- 


ction) our Saviour Chriſt ic over al GO 


ed ever in the ſtrict and 

by . Words; becaufe He — * 
God with the Father, not the ſame Per- 
ſon with the Father, but the ſame God 
with reſpect to the Divine Effence, which 

he: paxtakes of in common with the Fa- 
ther; for there are Three Perfons, and 
yet but One God: And as to any ſup- 


firſt Perſon of the ever bleſſed Frinity 
over the other Fwo (as the Doctor is 
mighty 


poſed Superiority or Supremacy in the 
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mighty inclinable to think there is) he 
is under 4 very great Miſtake; for they 
are all Three Co-equal with each other; 
they are all Three the Supreme God; 
only there is a Priority of Order a- 
mongſt the Three, which Priority of 
Order is by no Means excluſive of an 
Equality in the Supremaey; (as has 
been \evidently ſhewn “ before) And 
therefore the bleſſed Jeſus is ſtrictly 
and truly God over all, becauſe He 1s 
One God. with -the Father. © In Confir- 
mation of all which, I would take Occa- 
fion to obſerve in the next Place, 
2. That the learned and incompara- 
ble Biſhop Pearſon + has not only en- 
forc'd the Argument drawn from this 
very Text beyond all Contradiction 
d or Denial, but he has like wiſe anſwer'd 
I- | thoſe Objections that might ſeem to be 
d raiſed againſt it out of St. Cyprian and 3 
er Chryſoftom. Nie © $17 8 by, | | | 
And the Reverend and Learned Dr. | 
Mills, in his Edition of the New Teſta- | 
ment, and his Annotation upon this 
Place, has aſſerted the Truth of our Sa- 
viour's Divinity, by fixing the Senſe and 
4 85 e vindi- | 


Si SSATXoTY ap 
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_— 


* 


* See Pages 60, 61. | 
«+ See Biſhop Pearſon's Expoſition of the Creed, Article II. | 
(where this Text is particu'arly bandled) with the Annotations | 
y | fon it, Pages 132, 133. in Folio, | 
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vindicating the Authority of this parti- 
cular Text in theſe Words: Le&ionem 
* banc preferunt Codices Manuſcripti om- 
nes; Verſiones Vulgata, Syriaca, Arabica, 
Athiopica, etiam Coptica, et Armena; Pa- 
tres item Græci & Latini per omne Sæcu- 
lum, tam Ante-Niceni quam qui poſt Arium 
floruere, &c, © This Reading is in all 
“ the Manuſcript Copies; the Yulgar, 
* Syriac, Arabic, Aithiopic, and even Coptic 
and Armenian Verſions have it like- 
wiſe ; as alſo the Greek and Latin Fa- 
Athers in every Age, as well Ante-Nicene, 
“ as thoſe that flouriſh'd after Arius; 
which if ſo, if that be the true Reading 
in the Original, and this the genuine 
Senſe of theſe Words in the Tranſlation, 
that Chriſt is over all, God bleſſed for ever, 
then it follows, with undeniable Evi- 
dence, that He 1s the Supreme God ; be- 
cauſe he is One God with the Father, 
and conſequently that Dr. Clarke's whole 
Hypotheſis, with relation to our Savi- 


our's Divinity, 1s utterly and entirely 
falſe. ; 


— 


cc 
cc 


* See Dr, Mills upon the Place, Page 442. 
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Romans, Chip. v. 7. * 


Romans, CHap. IX. d. 6. 


Not as though the Word of God hath 
wi none Effet; for they are not all 
ael which are of Iſrael. 


PARAPHRASE. 


Not as though the Word of God hath 
failed, either 2 the Truth of its Pre- 
diction or the Performance of its Pro- 
miſe ; for they are not all true Iſraelites 


that are deſcended from Iſrael. 


Romans, Chap. IX. v. 7. 


Neither becauſe they are 1 4 Seed of 
Abraham are they all Children; but in 
Iſaac ſhall thy Seed be called. 


PARAPHRASE. 


Neither becauſe they are the Of. 
ſpring of Abraham, are they all Chil- 
dren or Co-heirs ; (for AE had a 
Son by Hagar as well as by Sarah; but 
he being a Son of the 1 


which is the former, was excluded from 
being Heir with him who was the Son 
of the Free-Woman, which is the lat- 
ter; and he had 2 likewiſe by Ke- 
2 


turab ) 
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turah) but in Iſaac ſhall "Oe Seed oy 
called. 


Romans Chap. IX. v. 8. 


| That is, they which are the Children 1 


the Fleſh, theſe are not the Children of Go 
but the Children of the Promiſe are countid 
For the Seed. 


PIN 


That is, they which are merely the 
carnal Sons of Abraham, theſe are not 
the Children of God; but the Spiritual 
Sons of Abrabam, which are the Chil- 


dren of the Promiſe, theſe are counted 


oh the Seed. 


A NNOTAT LON, 
Who theſe Spiritual Sons of Abra- 


ham are, we may learn in the 3d of the 


Galatians and the 26th and 29th Verſes. 
For * are all the Children of God by Faity 

ift Feſus. And if ye be Chriſ? s, then 
ra ye Abraham's Seed, and Heirs accord. 
ing to the Promiſe, - 


Romans, 


th 


* 
1 


be 


Nomans, Chap. IX. v. M. 55 


Romans, Chap. IX. v. 9, To. 


For this is the Word of - Promiſe, At 
this Time will I come, and Sarah ſball have 
— 

And not only this, but when Rebecca alſo 
had conceived by one, even by our Father 
Haac. oy 1 


Far RHRAs E, none. 
Romans, (Hap. IX. v. II. 


( For the Children being not yet born, nei- 
ther having done an Good or Evil, that 
the Purpoſe of Go according to Election 
might ſtand, not of Works, but of him that 
calleth.) e SE 

 PARAPHRASE. 


hat the Purpoſe of God, which 
was that He would ele& all thoſe that 
believe in Feſus Chriſt, and reject all 
thoſe that did not, might be wes ts and 
unalterable, and conſequently that the 
Ele&ion of the former ſhould by no 
Means depend upon thoſe Works of Righ- 
teouſneſs (as the Apoſtle calls em, Titus 
iii. 5.) which they had done before, 


whether Moral or Ceremonial, but up- 
pn the Grace and Favour of Him that 
3 called 


94 Romans, Chap. IX. v. II. 
called them, through Faith in Chriſt Jeſus, 


and upon their obeying that Call, or em- | 


bracing that Faith. 


ANNOTATION. 


The Scripture-Notion of Election in 
general ſeems to be this, They that be- 
Iieve in Chriſt Jeſus, ſo as to embrace his 
Doctrine, to obey his Precepts, to truſt 
to his Merits, to live in Conformity to 
his Example, They are properly the 
Ele; they that do not believe in Him 
in that Manner as is afore-deſcribed, 
thoſe are Reprobate. 

The Works that the Apoſtle: ſays the 
Election of any Perſon does not ftand, 
or 1s not founded upon, and which he 
is ſuppoled to mean in this Place, are 
the Works of the Moſaic Law : For the 
principal Diſpute that the Apoſtle has 
in this Chapter is with the Fews, tho' 
the Gentiles, perhaps, may nat be-ex- 
cluded ; which if they are not, then hy 
Works may be meant either ſuch as are 
wrought by the Law of Nature, (which 
is only or merely Moral) or by the Law 
of Moſes, which is both Moral and Ce- 
remonial. But which Way ſoever it be 
underſtood, the Reaſon why the Electi- 
on of all Perſons at the Time of the 
Promulgation of the Goſpel did nat 


ſtand, or was not founded upon thoſe 
Works, 


2.2 


— 2 


„ A 
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Works, was, becauſe it depended whol- 
ly upon the Grace and Favour of Him 
that called them through Faith in Chriſt 


Je ſus, and upon their embracing that 


Faith. 


And this 1s what I take to be a very 
material Obſervation, as well as neceſ- 
ſary Diſtinction, that ought to be inſert- 
ed in this Place; becauſe altho' Works 


before the Publication of the Goſpel- 


Covenant, were neither the Condition 
nor the Cauſe of any one's being elected 
or taken into Favour by God, yet after 
the Publication of it, thoſe good Works 
that are either the Fruits of, or that 


proceed from a Principle of Faith in 
Chriſt, are now an indiſpenſable Condi- 


tion of our attaining to eternal Salva- 


tion through the Merits of Chriſt Feſus. 


And therefore when it is ſaid, That 
the Purpoſe of God according to Election 


might ſtand, not of Works, bus of him that 


calleth, Election in this Place ſeems prin- 
cipally to relate, to thoſe Perſons, both 
Jews and Gentiles, that the Terms of the 
Goſpel-Covenant were firſt offer'd to, 
and accepted. by. them; or if not, if it 
extends likewiſe to all other Perſons in 
general that become Converts in future 
Ages, their Election does not depend 


| upon any good Works that they had 


done before, (as indeed no Body's does) 
N "a 


b 
| 
| 
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but upon the Grace and Favour of Him 
that calleth them in and through Chriſt, 


and upon their obeying that Call; and 


the Inſufficiency of Works before Faith 
in Chriſt, is by no Means excluſive of 
the Neceſſity of good Works after the 
Faith of Chriſt is embraced. 


Romans, Chap. IX. v. 12. 


It was ſaid unto her, the elder ſhall ſerue 
the younger. * 


PARAPHRASE. 


The unbelieving Fews, that are the 
Elder, who were once the Favourite- 
People of God, ſhall be rejected and poſt- 
on'd, to make Way for the. believing 
Chriſſians that are the Younger. 


Romans, Chap. IX. v.23; 


| As itt is written, Jacob have I | loved, but 
Eſau. have I bated. . 


 PARAPHRASE. 
he Poſterity of Ja- 
cob, who was the Younger, have I loved 
more than the Poſterity of Eſau, who 
was the Elder. 


Axxo- 


z 4 
5 
of * 


nomine Chap. IX. v. 15; 97 


S's ANNOTATION, | | 
That he" is the ConftruRion that 


Sag: to be put upon theſe Words, is 
eridem for the following Reaſons. © 


B I{1]-I.> 
17. Becauſe theſe Words, when ſpo- 
ken by/the Prophet Malachi, were {ſpoken 
ſome 3 of Years after the Birth 
and Dearh of 'each of thoſe rwo Perfons, 
and conſequently ' at that Time when 
they were uttered by the Prophet, they 
could not be Eppel, to be underſtood 
of the Perſons of either of em, becauſe 
they were deceaſed long before that ; 
not but that it is poſſible, that this 
might be Hterally true, that God had a 
greater Regard to the Perſon of Jacob 
chan Hau when they were alive, or 
even before as well as Ager their Birth b 
Pla it is not ſo to he underſtood in this 

ace. 


ah, The Prophet Malachy himfe 


determines, or rather limits theſe Word ff 


to this particular Senſe, cbap. 1 1. Vs 3.450 
And then, | 


3dly, and aftly, That Mid Rappen a 
of theſe Words is National, and not Per- 
ſonal, is evident boyd? all Contradicti- 
on or Denial, from Geneſis xxv. v. 22, 


23. where, when Rebecca went to inquire 
O "me 


98 Romans, Chap. IX. v. 14. 


of the Lord about the Children ſtrugling 
within her; the Lord ſaid unto her, Tuo 


Nations are * thy Womb, and two. 13 


of People ſhall ON zparated from thy Bowels. 
4 23 all Which Lechuk i may 
fairly be concluded, that the loving Ja- 
cob and hating Eſau, as it is here ap- 
plied by the Apoſtle, is meant with re- 
ſpect to the Poſterity, as much at leaſt, 
if not more than to the Perſons of each 


of em; becauſe ſeveral of the Poſterity, 
aw" well as Perſon of the former, were 


Types or Repreſentatives of true Belie- 


vers, and the latter of Unbelievers. 


Romans, Chap. IX. v. 14. 


What ſhall wwe ſay then 2 Is there. Un- 


righteouſneſs with God? God Ae 


PARAPHRASE. 


What ſhall we infer from hence there- 
fore, that God is either Partial or Un- 
juſt ?' Or if He ſhould give the Prefe- 
rence to One above the Other! that He 
does it without ſome good Grounds or 
Reaſons for it, beſt known to himſelf, 


or that He is guilty of tient in ſo do- 
ing? God forbid. | 


Romans, 


— D . 
—— 
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Romans, Chap. IX. v. 15. 


For He ſaith to Moſes, Iwill have Mer- 
9 on whom I will have Mercy, and I will 
ave Compaſſion on whom I will haue Com- 


paſſion. 
PARAPHRASE. 


I will ſhew Mercy to whom I pleaſe, 
to believing Gentiles as well as to the 
Jews; and to thoſe rather than unto 
theſe, becauſe the former embrace the 
Faith of Chriſt, whereas all the latter 
do not. | 1 © 


The Reaſon of which is from hence, 
The Fews had a Notion that God Al. 
mighty was ſo far tied and bound up 
by the Covenant that He had made with 
them, and which he had ratified in ſo 
ſolemn and ſignal a Manner, that who- 
ever was ſaved, they thought , muſt of 
Neceſſity be ſaved by the Works of the 
Moſaic Law ; in Oppoſition to which 
the Apoſtle introduces the Divine Law- 
giver himſelf, ſaying, I will haue Mercy 
on whom I will have Mercy, and I wil 
have Compaſſion on whom I will have Com- 
paſſion ;, that is, I will ſnew Mercy and 

"Wn O 2 Com- 


| 


too Romans, Chap. IX. v. 7. 


run his own Courſe in t 


Compaſſion to whom I pleaſe, notwith- 
ſtanding the Covenant that I have made 
with you, even to all thoſe that embrace 
the Faith of Chriſt, whether they be 
ems or Gentiles: This feems\ to me to 
the direct Import of theſes Words, as 


they are applied here and ES 4 
the Apoſtle. 


Romans, Chap. IX. v. 16. 


_ then it is not of bim that willeth, nor 


of him that runneth, but of God that Tow: 
erb Mercy. He 


3 | 


Ann 


So then it is not of the 7 ew that will 

be ſaved in his own Wa = that will 

be Works of the 

Moſaic Law, but tis of God that ſhew- 

eth Mercy in or through the Merits of 
ar Je us, and by Faith 1 in hw: 5 


Romans, Chap. IX. 0, 17. 


For the Seriprioe with ADs bs" RA | 
even for this om” wo e haue I nai iſed 


thee up," that 4 m y Power in 
rbee, and that = — en declared 
enden all the Fab, 


Far- 


Romans, Chap. IX. V. 1 1. 101 


PARAPHRASE 


For this ſame: Purpoſe have I NY 
thed up, that I might ſhew my Power 
in thee, in. hardening thy Heart after 
thou hadſt hardened it thy ſelf, in in- 
flicting fo many dreadful Judgments up- 
on thee and upon thy People, and yet 
in preſerving thee alive amidſt ſuch a 
Number or Multitude of Plagues, and 
in reſerving thee for that laſt Judgment 
or Overthrow whereby I ſhall deſtroy 
thee and all thy Hoſt that go in with 
thee into the Red. Sea; all which I both 
have and ſhall do for che Manifeſtation 
of my own Power, and Juſtice, and 
Glory; and thut my Name might be . 
n throughout all the Earth. © 


ne Fire ANNOTATION, . | 


The rigid Predeſtinarian ii not infer 
from hence, becauſe it is ſaid expreſly, 
that God raiſed him up on Purpoſe that E 
might ſhew his Power in him, that therefore 
his Scheme or Doctrine of abſolute Re- 


probation is really true; For the Puniſi- 


ment of Pharaob was only meant with 
reſpect to this World, and not in That 
that was to come. And my Reaſons for 
confining it to this World are theſe that 


follow, which J rer f kubntr to Jadg- 
ment. LD} 


10 Romans, Chap. IX. v. 17. 


1ſt. Becauſe it is ſaid in the latter 
Part of the Verſe, That my Name might 


bt declared throughout all the Earth, not 


through Hell, or another World, but 
only throughout all the Earth. For the 
particular Inſtances wherein God ſnew- 
ed his Power upon Pharaoh, and for 
which He raiſed him up, on 1 to ſlemw 
his Power in him, were only thoſe ſuper- 
natural and miraculous {fy nah or 
Puniſhments that were inflicted on him 
and on his People, (whereby he was ſo 
far hardened, that he would neither yield 


to the Divine Juſtice, nor ſubmit to the 


Divine Will, to let the Children of Iſrael 
9) and eſpecially that laſt Judgment or 
pg —— + whereby: He and all his 
Hoſt were deſtroyed or drowned in the 
Red Sea; but as to any Puniſhment in 
a future State, that the Text is wholly 
ſilent of. Wa Line od T 
Text is 


— 


Tis true, you'll ſay, the 


wholly ſilent about that, but is not One 


a neceſſary Conſequence - of. the Other? 
To which again I anſwer, That we are 
not to argue from | Conſequences, nei- 
ther are we to ſtretch; thoſe: Words be- 
yond the literal: or primary Senſe and 
Meaning of em, which was only with 
relation to this World, for the Declara- 
tion of God's Name throughout all the 


Earth; but if this Reaſon ſhould not be 


allowed 


Romans, Chap. IX. v. 17. 103 


allowed to have any Weight or Force 
in it, it is to be hoped the n 
2. Second will, and that is, If you 
ſuppoſe God to be ſo very Arbitrary 
and Unmerciful, as to harden Pharaob in 
this World on purpoſe to Damn him for 


ever in the next, in ſo doing you not 


only make God the Author of Sin, which 
is inconſiſtent with his Holineſs, but 
you likewiſe make him guilty. of the 
hinheft-Injuſtive, Implacableneſs, Seve- 
rity, or Cruelty, which is inconfiſtent 
with his Goodneſs. 1 Tor. A | 
I am very ſenſible it may be replied 
here, in Vindication of the Divine Ju- 


= 


ſtice, that tis ſaid of Pharaoh, Exodus 


viii. 15. that he hardened his own Heart, 
as well as God hardened it, and there- 
fore he deſerved thoſe 1 that 
were inflicted on him. But this can be 
of no Service to the rigid Preueſtinarian, 
becauſe he ſuppoſes that Original Hard- 
neſs of Heart, (whereby they that are 
Reprobates, according to his Senſe, are 
more ſtrongly inclined to Sin than o- 
thers) to be the Effect of God's ſove- 
reign Will: and Pleaſure, without an 
Regard had to any Demerits of their 
own; which is ſuch, a 1 as is 
abſolutely inconſiſtent wit 


that we ought to have of the Divine 
Juſtice 


the Notions 


— — —— — — — — 
* _— En” 
— — mg — 


104 vin; Chap IX 191 'yy, 


Foftice as well as of the Divine Good- 
neſs. And therefore, 
3. My third and laſt Reafon for -put- 
ting the aforeſaid Interpretation upon 
thoſe Words is, becaufe the Threatnings 
48 well as promiſes of the Old Teſta- 
nent don't always extend to a future 
tate; they ate moſtly temporal Threat- 
nings, "that relate only: to this Life. And 
therefore, finte'*ris ſo very evident, that 
the Text limits Pharaoh's Puniſhment 
to this World, and makes no manner of 
Mention, nor gives us tke leaſt Intima- 
tion of "his being puniſn'd in another 
State, (though it is very poſſible he 
may) I know no Reafon why we ſhould 
N it farther than the Letter of the 
Text Will * wy bo 


. 


Romans, Chap, Ix v. 18. 


97 Therefore bath be os: on bes be 
will haue emacs the mw _—_ php a: pa 
ones & 07-1 . yviee 


PaKaPHRASE. 


Therefore hath He the Prerogative to 
ſhew Mercy to whom He pleaſes, to the 
Gentiles as well as to'the Fews if they 
do but believe in Chriſt Jeſus, and to 
harden all thoſe that are unbelieving. 

ANNO- 


f £4 Ra ca AST... AA 


Romans, Chap. IX. v. 20. 103 
ANNOTATION: 


This Hardening is only meant wh 
reſpe& to, and deſign'd as a Puniſh- 
ment upon thoſe has would not em- 
brace the Faith of Chriſt; as the ob- 
ſtinate and unbelieving Fewe would 


not, and for that Reaſon they were 


harden'd. 


Romans, Chap. Nx. d. 19. 


Thou wilt ſay chen unto me, doth 
7 tf find fault? For who bath re 6% 
15 ' 


PARA airy aa AN NOTATION none. 


2 Agri 0 Men, wh 2 che that re- 
l; ainſi God? Shall the Thing formed 
205 that N it, MY 55 
made me thus 2 


PARAP HRASE. 1 


Nay but, 0 Man, who art thou that 
— — to diſpute againſt the Divine 
Prerogative or 2 Wul and Bur 

ure. 


ed bis 


* 
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ſure of the Almighty ? For if it be his 
Will that they that are unbelieving ſhall 


be hardened, what haſt thou to object a- 


gainſt it? Shall the Thing, HARDENED 
THROUGH ITS OWN FAULT, ſay to 
him that hardened it, why haſt thou 
made- me thus Obdurate, and ſo formed 
me for Deſtruction ? 


ANNOTATION, 


1 think this ought to be laid down 
as a Propoſition of indiſputable Truth, 
that God Almighty never created any 
Man with a Deſign to put him under a 
Neceſſity of being a Sinner here, and, 
as a Conſequence of that, of being eter- 
nally miſerable hereafter; for that is 
utterly inconſiſtent with the Divine Ho- 
lineſs, Mercy, and Goodneſs, and even 
with the Divine Sovereignty, that al- 
ways acts in Concert with his Good- 
neſs. mm 

And becauſe the Apoſtle had men- 
tion'd bardening juſt a little before, and 
it 1s reaſonable to ſuppoſe that none are 


ever hardened but for ſome Demerit 


of theirs, whereby they deſerve to be 
hardened; for theſe two Reaſons 1 
thought it proper to expound thoſe 
Words in the Paraphraſe after this Man- 
ner; Shall the Thing hardened THROUGH 
S751 by IT'S 


Romans, Chap. IX. v. 20. 107 


TS owN FAULT ſay to him that hardened 


it, Why haſt thou made me thus Obdurate, 


and ſo formed me for Deſtruction? For 


that the Formation of any merely rati- 
onal Creature to Deſtruction, nay even 
of thoſe that are under the Guidance of 
Divine Revelation, is only Conditional], 
is evident from the 18th Chapter of 


Feremiah, where this Metaphor of Clay 


in the Hand of the Potter (to which 
the Text plainly alludes) is ſufficiently 
explained ; for after the Prophet had 
been at the Potter's Houſe by an expreſs 
Command of God, and he had obſerv'd 
a Veſſel made of Clay, marred in the 


Hand of the Potter, The Word of the 


Lord came to him, ſaying, O Houſe o 

Iſrael, cannot I do 1 , © as pd 
ter, ſaith the Lord? Behold as the Clay 
is in the Potter's Hand, ſo are ye in mine 
Hand, O Houſe of Iſrael. At what In- 
ſtant I ſhall ſpeak concerning a Nation, and 
concerning a Kingdom, to pluck up, and to 
pull down, and to deſtroy it. If that Na- 
tion againſt whom I have pronounced, turn 
from their Evil, I will repent of the Evil 
that I thought to do unto them. And at 
what Inſtant I ſhall ſpeak concerning a Na- 
tion, and concerning a Kingdom to build 


and to plant it; If it do Evil in my Sight, 


that it obey not 4 Voice, then I will re- 
2 pent 


8 — . ——ů 
5 — — — — 
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108 Romans, Chap. IX. v. 20. 
pent of the Good wherewith I ſaid I would 


benefit them, Jerem. xvili. 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 


Verſes, 

From all which 'it appears, that the 
Formation of any one or more Men to 
Deſtruction, is only upon Condition, or 
upon the Suppoſition that they do not 
repent or turn from the Evil of their 
Ways, or that they involve themſelves 
in Guilt; if ſo, then they will be pre- 
pared or formed for Deſtruction: So that 
the Formation here ſpoken of, is not to 
be underſtood, as if any Man was cre- 
_ ated with ſuch a Deſign antecedently 
to any Demerit of his, but 'tis ſuch a 
Formation for Puniſhment as is ſubſe- 
quent to his Creation, and is only Con 
ditional. For, that I may reſume the 
Metaphor once more by Way of Argu- 
ment as well as Illuſtration, The Clay is 
actually in Being antecedently to the 


Introduction of any one Form, and 


capable of many Forms. 


And now to apply all this, both to 


the Text and to the Paraphraſt, Who- 


ever was either hardened or even form- 


ed for Deſtruction, according to the A- 
poſtle's Intention or Meaning in this 
Place, was only ſo hardened or formed 
for not embracing the Faith of Chriſt, 
(for this was the Occaſion of his ſpeak- 
25 | ing 
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e 


Romans, Chap. IX. v. 21. 109 


ing after this Manner) and not, as the 


rigid Predeſtinarian may imagine, by 
any original Hardneſs, antecedent to a- 
ny Demerit of theirs, whereby they 
ſhould fatally, irreſiſtibly, and inevita- 
bly be inclined to Sin; for That is:di- 
rectly to make God the Author of Sin, 
which it is even Blaſphemy to ſuppoſe, 
as well as to aſſert. | 


Romans, Chap. IX. v.21. 
Hath not the Potter Power over the Clay, 
of the ſame Lump to make one Veſſel unto 
Honour, and another unto Diſhonour 2 
PARAPHRASE; 


Hlath not God, the Divine Potter, 


Power over the Clay of the ſame Maſs 


or Lump, when all are concluded un- 
der Sin, to ele& thoſe into his Grace or 


Favour that believe 3 Chriſt, and 


to reject thoſe that are Unbelieving, and 
ſo to make the former Inſtruments of the 


Divine Glory in this World as well as 


in the next, and the latter not? 


ANNO- 


was, — —U— — — la — 
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"ANNOTATION. 


The primary Senſe of the Word Yeſ- 


fel unto Honour or unto Diſhonour, 1s a 
Veſfel either to an honourable or diſho- 
nourable Uſe; and, conſequently, as it is 
applied to Believers and Unbelievers in 
2 Figurative or Metaphorical Senſe, it 
ſignifies the being Inſtruments or not In- 
ſtruments of the Divine Power and 
Glory here as well as hereafter; as 
the primitive Chriſtians or Believers 
were in a very ſignal Manner, when 
they were inſpired by the Holy Ghoſt, 
and were indued with a Power of work- 


ing Miracles, whereby they manifeſt- | 


ed forth the Divine Glory; whereas 
the latter, the unbelieving Fews, were 
not, but were hardened in their Infide- 
lity, and (as the Apoſtle expreſſes it, 
2 Tim. iii. 8.) were reprobate concerning the 
Faith, in ON: 1716: FI 


The - foregoing Explication of the 
Words Veſſel unto Honour or unto Diſho- 
Tour, is ſufficiently juſtified from or 
grounded upon that Paſſage of the A- 
poſtle in 2 Tim. ii. 20, which ſeems 
parallel almoſt to theſe Words, Bit in a 
great Houſe there are not only Veſſels of 

| Gold, 


Romans, Chap. IX. v. 21. 111 


Gold, and of Silver, but alſo of Wood, 
and of Earth; and ſome to Honour, and 
ſome to Diſhonour ; where it is plain, that 
the Veſlels here ſpoken of are either to 
honourable.or diſhonourable Uſes; and 
conſequently, as applied to Believers or 
Unbelievers, they ſignify the being In- 
ſtruments or not Inſtruments of the Di- 
vine Glory, ' $6 0s 
Beſides, that the Doctrine of abſolute 
Reprobation can't be deduc'd from the 
Text expounded, is clear and evident 
from the 21ſt Verſe of the 2d Chap- 
ter of the aforcited Epiſtle to Timothy, 
If a Man therefore purge himſelf from 
theſe, he ſhall be a Veſſel unto Honour, 
ſan@ified and meet for the Maſter's Uſe, 
and prepared unto every good Work ; 
which ſufficiently intimates to us, that 
'tis partly in a Man's own Power, with 
the Divine Aſſiſtance, to make himſelf a 
Veſſel unto Honour. 1 | 


Which if ſo, then it neceſſarily fol- 
lows, that no Man is predeſtinated to 
be a Veſſel of Diſhonour in the Calvi- 
niſtick Senſe, that is, to be under a fa- 
tal Neceſſity of committing Sin here, 
and of being Miſerable for ever here- 


after; which is ſuch an Opinion as is 


perfectly 


7 
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erfectly ſhocking to all human Under- 
anding, and is * contrary to Re- 
velation as well as to Reaſon. 


Romans, Chap. IX. v. 22. f 


e\ 

1 

What if God, willing to ſhew bis Wrath, 

and to make bis Power known, endured with 11 

much long ſuffering the Veſſels of Wrath fit- tl 

ted to DeſiruFion : 9 8 
PARAPHRASs E. 1 

Wut if od, willing-to.ſhew at once - 

his Anger and his Power, bore with the 1 

obſtinate Fews ſo long, till they were © 

ripe for Vengeance; and ſo he cut em 0 
| off from being his choſen People, as : 
| they had been for many Ages before, f 
and took away both their Place and ( 

Nation, in the utter Deſtruction of their 1 

City, and the Diſſolution of their i 
| whole Folity, Civil as well as Eccleſi- ; 
| 
|  ANNO- 
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ANNOTATION. 


That this is what is here meant by 
Veſſels. of Wrath fitted to Deſtruction, is 
evident from thoſe Places of the New 
Teſtament where it is ſaid, that Wrath 
is come upon them to the uttermoſt, 1 Theſ. 
il. 16. For theſe be the Days of Vengeance, 
that all Things which are written may be 
fulfilled, Luke xxi. 22. For the Deſtru- 
ction of Feruſalem was to the unbeliev- 
ing Fews what the Drowning of Pharaoh 
and the Egyptians in the Red Sea was to 
them, that is, Judgments upon 'em both 
for their Obſtinacy, Impiety, and Infide- 
lity. Hence it is that the unbelieving 
 Fews are called Veſſels of Wrath in this 
Chapter, becauſe of thoſe dreadful Pu- 
niſhments that were inflicted on 'em in 
this World in the Deſtruction of their 
City, the Diſſolution of their whole Po- 
lity, and in their being Monuments of 
the Divine Vengeance ever ſince over 
the Face of the whole Earth. 


For if any one ſhould infer from 
hence, that their being Yeſſels of Wrath 
implics their being in a State of cternal 
Damnation, this is what may eaſily be 
diſprov'd from ** Words of St. Paul 
| in 
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in this very Epiſtle, where ſpeaking of 
theſe unbelieving Jews, (whom he calls 
| Veſſels of Wrath in this Chapter, and 


who, as he informs us, chap. xi. were 


broken off Nom their own Olive-tree, that 
the Gentiles might be grafted in.) tells 
us, Verſe the 32d of that Chapter, That 
God hath concluded them all in Unbelief, 
that he might have Mercy upon all; con- 
fequently, their being Veſſels of Wrath in 
this Place, does not ſignify their being 
eternally puniſh'd in another World, 
but primarily, or principally, their being 
puniſh'd in a very terrible and exem- 


plary Manner in this, as has been be- 


fore deſcrib'd. 


Romans, Chap. IX. v. 23. 


And that be mipht make known the 


Riches of bis Glory on the ö Mercy, 
which he had afore prepared unto Glory 


> 


PARAPHRASE. 
And that he might make known the 


Riches of his Grace and Goodneſs, not 


only in the miraculous Deliverance of, 

but in many ſignal Bleſſings conferred 

upon the primitive Believers, FRE He 
2 


Romans, Chap. IX. v. 233 117 
had determined beforehand, (becauſe he 
foreſaw that they would embrace the 
Faith of Chriſt) to be Inſtruments of his 
Glory here, as well as to be Partakers 
of his infinite Mercy and Goodneſs, in 


the Enjoyment of eternal Bliſs and Glory 
hereafter. 


Tri- uno Deo Gloria. 
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